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House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. 
The Reverend Wade A. Hyslop, Jr., 

Trinity Missionary Baptist Church, 
New London, Connecticut, offered the 
following prayer: 

Our God, the ruler of this Nation, 
who has given us this good land for our 
heritage, we humbly beseech You that 
we may always prove ourselves a peo-
ple mindful of Your favor. 

We ask that You lead and guide 
Speaker PELOSI and send down Your 
spirit of wisdom and justice on these 
Representatives, that they may serve 
with a steadfast purpose and devotion 
to their office to promote the well- 
being of all people. 

We ask You to bless the men and 
women of our Armed Forces who are 
defending our country at home and on 
foreign soil, protecting our liberties. 

Unite us in these turbulent times. 
Give us peace, love and understanding. 
We place all things in Your hands. 
Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House 
her approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from Connecticut (Mr. COURTNEY) come 
forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. COURTNEY led the Pledge of Al-
legiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

WELCOMING REV. WADE A. 
HYSLOP, JR. 

(Mr. COURTNEY asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. COURTNEY. Madam Speaker, 
it’s an honor to welcome today Rev-
erend Wade A. Hyslop, Jr., from New 
London, Connecticut, to lead the House 
in prayer this morning. 

If he looked comfortable in the po-
dium today, there is a reason for that. 
For 10 years he served in Connecticut 
as the deputy speaker of the House of 
Representatives, someone with whom I 
served as a colleague on the Human 
Services Committee and have seen up 
close the work and impact that he has 
had in the City of New London and 
across the State of Connecticut. 

He is joined today by his family, who 
is here, his wife, Jessie; his three chil-
dren; his son, Bertram, who is a ser-
geant major in the U.S. Army, serving 
today in Washington, DC, but also 
served our country in two deployments 
in Iraq and Afghanistan. 

Again, Wade leads a congregation, 
the Trinity Missionary Baptist Church 
in New London, Connecticut, which I 
have had the opportunity to visit a 
number of times. It is an energetic, 
warm congregation, which is clearly 
being led by a wonderful person whose 
impact has been felt, not only in that 
congregation, but the City of New Lon-
don and the State of Connecticut. 

Again, it’s a pleasure to welcome him 
here today and get us off to a good 
start. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain up to 15 one-minute requests on 
each side. 

SUPPORT INTERIOR 
APPROPRIATIONS BILL TODAY 

(Mr. ISRAEL asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. ISRAEL. Madam Speaker, I rise 
to urge my colleagues to support the 
Interior appropriations bill today. 

As a member of the Appropriations 
Committee, I was able to add $10 mil-
lion for the Long Island Sound. That’s 
$8.6 million more than last year’s budg-
et. It’s more than $9.5 million of the 
administration’s request of $500,000. 

This is not a local issue, this is a na-
tional imperative. Twenty million 
Americans live within 50 miles of the 
shores of the Long Island Sound. The 
Sound contributes $5 billion to our re-
gional economy. The Sound is an essen-
tial part of our history. 

The chairman of the Armed Services 
Committee is with us this morning. He 
knows that Nathan Hale crossed the 
Long Island Sound to infiltrate the 
British. Generations of commercial 
fishing families have plied its waters. 

Sadly, the Long Island Sound has 
fallen on hard times as a result of de-
velopment pressures, nitrogen loading 
and run-off. This $10 million literally 
helps turn the tides of the Long Island 
Sound. 

I urge my colleagues to support it, 
and I urge the other body to match 
that $10 million figure. 

f 

THE CASE OF THE MISSING PANTS 

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, a new in-
ductee in the Judges Hall of Shame is 
Judge Roy Pearson of Washington, DC. 

It seems that Judge Pearson suffers 
from the arrogant ailment known as 
‘‘black robe disease.’’ But instead of 
issuing a bad ruling, Pearson filed an 
absurd lawsuit. 
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Claiming his dry cleaners did not live 

up to their claim of ‘‘satisfaction guar-
anteed’’ when a pair of his pants were 
lost, Pearson decided to sue them for 
$54 million. The part of the story that 
makes Pearson even more despicable is 
that the dry cleaners did find his pants 
two days later and gave him $150 for 
his trouble. Pearson took the money 
all right, but he didn’t want his pants 
back. 

At the trial, the judge admonished 
Pearson, who represented himself, for 
being completely unprepared in his 
own case. On Monday, Judge Pearson 
got a taste of his own medicine when 
the trial judge not only dismissed the 
case against the cleaners, but is also 
making Pearson pay the court costs 
and $100,000 attorney fees to the immi-
grant owners. 

The cleaners lost his pants, but now 
he is losing his shirt, as it ought to be. 
Shame on Judge Roy Pearson for his 
abuse of our legal system. Courts work 
to right actual wrongs, not award 
money to people who are just too big 
for their britches. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

NEW DIRECTION IN CONGRESS 
(Mr. EMANUEL asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, for 
years the Republican Congress sat idly 
by while we spent billions of dollars in 
Iraq and lost thousands of lives, no 
questions asked. 

Now Republicans are starting to get 
nervous with the lack of results. On 
Monday, Senator LUGAR said President 
Bush’s plan to escalate the war in Iraq 
has very limited prospects for success 
and called on President Bush to begin 
to reduce U.S. forces. It’s exactly what 
Democrats have been saying all along. 

From day one, the new Democratic 
Congress said that once we have ac-
countability, benchmarks and report-
ing requirements, we begin to see the 
beginning of the end. I can now say 
that the end is in sight. Instead of rub-
ber stamping a failed Iraq policy, 
Democrats demanded that Republicans 
and the country measure the progress 
or the lack thereof of the President’s 
plan for more troops, more money, 
more time and more of the same. 

Starting in July, we will put the ad-
ministration of the Republicans to the 
test, a new direction in Iraq, or more of 
the same of the present course, vote 
after vote. 

We said last May that we would begin 
to see the beginning of the end. Just 
this week, we begin to see that light at 
the end of the tunnel on this failed pol-
icy. 

f 

DEMOCRAT BROKEN PROMISES 
(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-

mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, some on the 
other side of the aisle made it a habit 

to refer to the last session of Congress 
as a do-nothing Congress. But it seems 
our friends on the other side are trying 
to outdo the do-nothingness they com-
plained about all last year. 

First they clamped down on the 
House rules to expedite their so-called 
6 for ’06 agenda. Almost none of that 
became law. Then they delayed an 
emergency troop funding bill for more 
than 100 days while our troops in 
harm’s way waited for the resources 
they needed to do their job. Now they 
seem intent on playing another round 
of chicken with the President over this 
year’s appropriations bills. 

When you throw in hidden earmarks, 
slush funds, budget gimmicks and the 
largest tax increase in American his-
tory, it’s no wonder the Democrat Con-
gress is currently enjoying its lowest 
approval ratings ever. Do-nothing Con-
gress? Perhaps now we should say do- 
less-than-nothing Congress. 

f 

LARGEST HUMANITARIAN CRISIS 
IN THE WORLD 

(Mr. BLUMENAUER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 
the largest refugee crisis in the world, 
other than the Darfur, is unfolding in 
Iraq. Four million Iraqis have fled 
their homes. Two million have fled the 
country, and an estimated 20- to 50,000 
a month or more are added to that toll. 

Yet the United States has been able, 
with all our resources, to only allow 70 
Iraqis refugee status in the United 
States since October, only one in April, 
only one in May. 

It’s time for us to accept responsi-
bility to aid the people in this des-
perate plight. If there are any, any of 
my colleagues who have any doubt that 
we need to change the policy and reach 
out to them, I would urge that they 
seek out the soldiers who have re-
turned home, who are fighting to try to 
save their interpreters and their 
guides. 

The heart-wrenching stories of people 
via cell phone trying to guide them to 
safety will, I hope, inspire you to ac-
tion and encourage you to support bi-
partisan legislation, H.R. 2265, for Con-
gress to do its job for these refugees. 

f 

NOTHING FAIR ABOUT THE 
FAIRNESS DOCTRINE 

(Mr. PENCE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PENCE. Beginning in 1949, the 
Federal Communications Commission 
enforced the so-called fairness doctrine 
that required broadcasters to present 
controversial issues in a fair and bal-
anced manner. 

It sounds reasonable enough, but 
there is nothing fair about the fairness 
doctrine. Thankfully, the FCC over-
turned its own ruling in 1985. Since the 
demise of the fairness doctrine, talk 

radio has emerged as a dynamic forum 
for public debate and an asset to the 
Nation. 

Unfortunately, in the name of fair-
ness, there has been much talk recent 
days about bringing back the fairness 
doctrine. Liberal think tanks and 
elected officials in both political par-
ties in Congress are contemplating it. 
Bringing back the fairness doctrine 
would amount to nothing more than 
government control over political 
views expressed on public airwaves, and 
it must not be allowed to occur. 

This week I will be introducing the 
Broadcaster Freedom Act that will pre-
vent the FCC or any future president 
from reinstating the fairness doctrine. 
President Kennedy said, ‘‘A nation 
judge that is afraid to let its people 
judge the truth and falsehood in an 
open market is a Nation that’s afraid 
of its people.’’ 

I urge my colleagues to join me as 
original cosponsors of the Broadcaster 
Freedom Act and support every effort 
on the floor this week to leave this un-
fair fairness doctrine on the ash heap 
of broadcast history. 

f 

LUGAR AND VOINOVICH COM-
MENTS ON IRAQ ARE THE LAT-
EST EXAMPLE THAT WE ARE 
OVERDUE FOR A NEW DIRECTION 

(Mr. LANGEVIN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, every 
day now, it’s becoming more and more 
apparent that the President’s troop es-
calation plan is not stemming the civil 
war in Iraq. 

In fact, since the plan took effect 
earlier this year, violence in Iraq is up, 
and our soldiers are paying a heavy 
price on the battlefield. For months 
now, Democrats have stood united in 
our commitment to forge a new direc-
tion in Iraq, but our efforts have re-
ceived very little support from con-
gressional Republicans. 

It appears that is beginning to 
change. Earlier this week, one of the 
most respected Members of the Repub-
lican party on international affairs, 
Senator RICHARD LUGAR, said that we 
must recalibrate our strategy in Iraq 
to fit our domestic political conditions 
and broader needs of national security. 
Then yesterday, Senator VOINOVICH 
said that he doesn’t believe the Iraqis 
are going to get it until they know we 
are leaving. 

Both Senator LUGAR and Senator 
VOINOVICH’s comments are a blow to 
the White House and serve as yet an-
other example of long-time supporters 
of the President’s Iraq policy believing 
we are long overdue for a new direc-
tion. It’s time for the congressional Re-
publicans to face the reality and join 
us in dramatically changing course in 
Iraq. 
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VISIT WITH NAVY LEAGUE 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, this past weekend I had the 
opportunity to meet with council presi-
dent Jim Smith and vice president Ted 
Brice, as well as other members of the 
Hilton Head Island Council of the Navy 
League. 

The Navy League was formed in 1902 
with the objective and purpose of edu-
cating and motivating the American 
people to support our maritime capa-
bilities, services and personnel. One of 
their main focuses is on maintaining a 
strong maritime component to our na-
tional defense. 

As a member of the Subcommittee on 
Sea Power and Expeditionary Forces 
and a member of the Congressional 
Shipbuilding Caucus, I have seen first-
hand that the decline in our Naval 
ships is a threat to our national secu-
rity. In the past 20 years, the U.S. 
Naval fleet has been cut in half to its 
lowest numbers since World War I. We 
need to push to increase our Nation’s 
shipbuilding capability from our cur-
rent average of six ships a year to a 
minimum of 10 so that we can be able 
to meet America’s global security 
needs. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September 
11th. 

f 

VOTE ‘‘NO’’ ON THE ANDEAN 
TRADE AGREEMENT 

(Ms. KAPTUR asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, today I 
urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on the 
Andean Trade Agreement, H.R. 1830, 
which, strangely, will be brought up 
under suspension, which means no de-
bate and no amendment. I thought vot-
ers put new Democratic leadership in 
charge of this House to stop deals such 
as this being done in this way. 

H.R. 1830 would extend special duty 
treatment to certain imports from Bo-
livia, Colombia, Ecuador and Peru 
until September 30 of 2009. The Andean 
Accord was originally intended to pro-
mote economic growth and replace pro-
duction of illegal drugs in the Andean 
region. But in 2006, the United States 
had already racked up $10 billion more 
in deficit with these countries, and the 
last time I looked, that cocaine was 
still coming over our borders from Co-
lombia. 

Mr. Speaker, this deal made on the 
NAFTA model is a failed model. Not a 
single other trade deal under the 
NAFTA model has created good or bet-
ter jobs. Because it is based on the 
NAFTA model, the specific provisions 
are just tinkering at the edges. 

This bill will cost more American 
jobs, period. How many copies of the 

NAFTA deal must enter this Congress 
before we finally say no? 

We don’t need more Bill Thomas and 
Tom DeLay-type trade agreements 
being rushed through this House. I urge 
my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on 1830. 

Let’s have a full debate on trade. The 
American people demand it of us. 

f 

EXPANDING HEALTH CARE 
OPTIONS FOR FAMILIES 

(Mr. BOUSTANY asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Speaker, a re-
cent article in The Washington Post 
highlights the importance of expanding 
health savings accounts for America’s 
families. The article mentioned a 
woman who switched to an HSA with a 
high deductible health plan after her 
insurance premiums increased by 42 
percent in 1 year. As a result, the 
monthly cost of her asthma medication 
consumed all the money in her HSA. 

Patients with chronic conditions 
shouldn’t have to pay a high deductible 
before their coverage begins. Giving 
patients with HSAs the freedom to 
choose plans that offer up-front cov-
erage will avoid hospitalizations and 
reduce the costs that are borne by all 
Americans. 

Recently, I introduced H.R. 2639, the 
Promoting Health for Future Genera-
tions Act of 2007. The bill permits HSA 
owners to receive prescription drugs 
before paying a deductible. It also per-
mits working families to accumulate 
more money in these accounts, resolv-
ing the situations like the one pointed 
out in The Washington Post article. 

I urge my colleagues to expand cov-
erage and empower patients by cospon-
soring H.R. 2639. Doing so will give 
Americans greater flexibility and inde-
pendence when managing their fami-
lies’ health care needs. 

f 

THE AMERICAN PEOPLE ARE 
TIRED OF THIS WAR 

(Mr. HARE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
bring attention to recent reports that 
the United States commanders in Iraq 
are rejecting the recommendations 
from Army mental health experts. 

To address the rising number of re-
turning war heroes with mental health 
problems, Army psychologists have 
said that troops need a 1-month re-
prieve for every 3 months in combat, a 
suggestion that’s been brushed aside by 
these commanders. 

Denying troops the rest they need is 
another irresponsible move in a long 
line of policies that show a complete 
disregard for the well-being of our 
troops, such as being sent to war with-
out adequate armor, being forced to 
complete multiple deployments, and 
when wounded, being subjected to a bu-
reaucratic mess such as Walter Reed. 

Mr. Speaker, I’ve only been in Con-
gress since January, yet, this week, I 
made my sixth call to the spouse of a 
wounded or killed soldier in this war. 

I’m tired of this war. My constitu-
ents are tired of this war. The Amer-
ican people are tired of this war. It’s 
time to put the health and well-being 
of our troops first. It’s time to bring 
them home. 

f 

THE AMERICAN PEOPLE EXPECT 
THEIR LEADERS TO STAND BY 
THEM 
(Ms. GRANGER asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, I think 
the Chicago Tribune said it nicely 
when they said last week, ‘‘Democrats 
promised way more than they deliv-
ered.’’ Because of the lack of follow- 
through in failure to govern by the 
Democratic majority, the approval 
numbers of Congress have sunk to the 
lowest levels of all times according to 
the recently released Gallup poll. 

Making promises will gain your sup-
port in the short-term, but failing to 
fulfill those promises will quickly be 
discovered, and I’m afraid that’s where 
the majority party has found itself. 
After a campaign of promises, little ac-
tion has occurred on the pledges that 
so many were elected to withhold. 

The 100-hour agenda has seen only 
one bill receive the support of the 
President, and that was attached to an 
emergency supplemental. Republicans 
have fought hard to reel in spending, 
yet Democrats are recklessly increas-
ing spending and moving forward with 
a plan to increase taxes. 

Republicans heard the American peo-
ple and are fighting hard to restore 
trust and fiscal responsibility within 
the Congress. We’re recommitted to 
continuing the fight because the Amer-
ican people expect their leaders to 
stand by them. 

f 

GOP DEFECTIONS ON IRAQ 
SHOULD SERVE AS A WAKE-UP 
CALL TO THE PRESIDENT 
(Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia asked and 

was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, over a 2-day period this week, two 
influential Republican Senators came 
forward urging that we begin to pull 
our troops out of Iraq. 

Rather than seriously listening to 
these opinions, however, the White 
House, through its spokesman, Tony 
Snow, said yesterday that he hoped 
Members of Congress would give their 
Baghdad security plan ‘‘a chance to un-
fold.’’ 

Is Tony Snow serious? How long does 
he expect congressional Republicans to 
continue to blindly support the admin-
istration’s failed policy? After all, it 
was the President who said earlier this 
year that we should see significant im-
provements by September. But now, 
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General Petraeus says that simply is 
not going to be possible, ladies and 
gentlemen. 

Mr. Speaker, Democrats and the 
American people knew that this latest 
administration plan would not bring 
stability to Iraq. We also concluded 
long ago that we needed to start bring-
ing our troops home. But with an ad-
ministration that still refuses to face 
reality, we need help from our congres-
sional Republicans. 

Let us hope that the statements 
made by Senators LUGAR and 
VOINOVICH will serve as a wake-up call 
to House Republicans to finally join us 
in changing course in Iraq. 

f 

IMMIGRATION: THE 
UNACKNOWLEDGED THREAT 

(Mr. STEARNS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, illegal 
immigration poses an immediate 
threat to our national security. Pro-
ponents of the new Senate proposal 
claim it would encourage illegal aliens 
in the United States to reveal their 
true identity and all affiliations they 
may have. My colleagues, this flies in 
the face of all reason, particularly 
when this legislation provides poten-
tial terrorists in the United States the 
simple option to create new identities 
with the help of our own government. 

Within 180 days after the President 
signs the legislation, the Department 
of Homeland Security would start 
handing out probationary Z visas. Be-
cause the bill doesn’t require the alien 
to produce a foreign passport proving 
his identity, these terrorists will have 
little trouble getting by the system 
with forged documents like a fake pay 
stub or utility bills. A potential ter-
rorist could walk into a Customs office 
and offer a false, clean name, and then 
go about their business. This is wrong, 
Mr. Speaker. That is why we should re-
ject the Senate immigration bill. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE DISTINGUISHED 
SERVICE OF CONGRESSMAN 
MARTY MEEHAN 

(Mr. SKELTON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize my good friend and 
colleague, MARTY MEEHAN, the chair-
man of the House Armed Services Sub-
committee on Oversight and Investiga-
tions. I would like to thank him on be-
half of the committee for his distin-
guished service to our country and to 
the men and women who wear the uni-
form. 

MARTY came to the House of Rep-
resentatives in 1993 to represent the 
Fifth District of Massachusetts. He’s 
worked tirelessly to encourage eco-
nomic development in the area, to re-
develop and maintain the military 
presence at Fort Devens, and to pre-

serve over 10,000 acres of open space in 
Massachusetts. 

Additionally, MARTY was the lead 
Democrat sponsor of the Shays-Mee-
han-McCain-Feingold Bipartisan Cam-
paign Finance Reform Act of 2002. 

MARTY has served on the Armed 
Services Committee since coming to 
the House of Representatives in the 
early 1990s. MARTY was the ranking 
member of the Terrorism and Uncon-
ventional Threats and Capabilities 
Subcommittee and has been an active 
member of the Military Personnel Sub-
committee, where MARTY has had a 
strong interest in helping Reservists 
and Guardsmen in their transition 
from military to civilian life. 

As chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Oversight and Investigations, MARTY 
has led a bipartisan investigation into 
the development of the Iraqi Security 
Forces. The product of this investiga-
tion, a report on subcommittee’s find-
ings and recommendations, was unani-
mously agreed upon and signed by 
every member of that subcommittee. 
The report seeks to present informa-
tion for the public debate and rec-
ommends increased transparency into 
the training of the Iraqi Security 
Forces. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to wish 
MARTY MEEHAN the best of luck as he 
leaves this institution to serve as the 
next chancellor of the University of 
Massachusetts at Lowell. 

f 

IMMIGRATION REFORM MUST NOT 
INCLUDE AMNESTY FOR 
LAWBREAKERS 

(Mr. WALBERG asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, like the 
majority of my constituents, I believe 
that any and all attempts to enact im-
migration reform must not include am-
nesty for lawbreakers. 

My constituents are tired of empty 
promises from Washington, DC, and we 
must address our Nation’s immigration 
problems in a way that produces real 
results. 

Many Americans are divided on what 
immigration reform should entail, but 
on one point almost all Americans 
agree. We must secure our borders. 
With a secured border, we can build on 
solutions to strengthen our country 
and maintain our heritage of embrac-
ing legal immigrants. 

We need to create a work permit pro-
gram that meets the evolving needs of 
today’s agriculture industry. Serious 
reform is also needed to bring an end to 
the massive amount of bureaucratic 
red tape in our immigration system. 

The crafters of the immigration bill 
currently being debated in the Senate 
are misguided on how to fix America’s 
immigration problem. And on behalf of 
the American people, I urge my col-
leagues to secure our borders and enact 
commonsense immigration reforms. 

WE MUST END THE WAR IN IRAQ 
NOW 

(Mr. LEWIS of Georgia asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today to add my voice to others 
who are calling for an end to the war in 
Iraq. We must end this war, and we 
must end it now. We cannot wait and 
we must not wait. 

Every month, every week, every 
hour, every minute, every second, 
every moment another young man is 
killed, another young woman is killed, 
another young American is killed, 
their innocent blood is on all of our 
hands. We have a moral obligation to 
bring this madness to an end. 

Nothing, but nothing good can come 
out of this war. It is destroying Iraq, 
and it is destroying the very soul of 
our Nation. 

As Members of Congress, we must 
find a way to stop it and stop it now. 

f 

b 1030 

THE DEMOCRATS’ NEW ENERGY 
POLICY 

(Mr. CONAWAY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I rep-
resent West Texas, which is the home 
of significant energy production. 

Tomorrow the Democrats will roll 
out their new energy policy. As we 
evaluate these proposals, it is our job 
to challenge them. If these new pro-
posals cost more American jobs than 
they create, let’s challenge them. If 
these new proposals unnecessarily in-
crease costs to American consumers, 
let’s challenge those. If these new pro-
posals make us more dependent on for-
eign sources of natural gas and crude 
oil than we currently are, let’s chal-
lenge those. If these proposals really 
result in less energy for America, let’s 
challenge those. 

America’s bright energy future lies 
not in new taxes and mandates, but in 
commonsense solutions. 

f 

HONORING JIM SHOULDERS 

(Mr. BOREN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to celebrate the life of Jim 
Shoulders, a favorite son of Oklahoma 
who called my district home. He passed 
away on June 20 at the age of 79. 

Mr. Shoulders rode his way to leg-
endary status as a cowboy on the backs 
of bucking broncos and snorting bulls. 
Known as the ‘‘Babe Ruth of rodeo,’’ 
Mr. Shoulders dominated the profes-
sional rodeo circuit during the 1940s 
and 1950s, rounding up seven world ti-
tles in bull-riding, four world crowns in 
bareback-riding, five all-round world 
championships, and three consecutive 
rodeo triple-crowns. 
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As great as he was during his prime, 

his humility always shown through. He 
liked to downplay his skills by saying 
that ‘‘all there is to bull-riding is to 
put one leg on each side of the bull and 
make an ugly face for 8 seconds.’’ 

Mr. Shoulders burst into the rodeo 
world in the 1940s, at the age of 14. 
While working the wheat harvest, he 
decided to take a break to watch a 
minor league rodeo nearby. He resolved 
to try it for himself and won the event 
as well as $18. Between that $18 start in 
the minor league rodeo and his elec-
tions to the Oklahoma Hall of Fame, 
the Oklahoma Sports Hall of Fame, 
and the Pro-Rodeo Hall of Fame, he 
won an unprecedented 16 world cham-
pionships. He is also the only profes-
sional cowboy to be honored in the 
Madison Square Garden Hall of Fame. 

But the tough old cowboy was not 
only known for his exploits in the 
rodeo, he was also loved for his candid 
sense of humor, humbleness, loyalty, 
and toughness, everything Oklahomans 
are proud to be known for. 

I stand today to honor and celebrate 
the life of Jim Shoulders, a great cow-
boy, a great Oklahoman, and a great 
man. 

f 

REPUBLICANS WILL CONTINUE TO 
OPPOSE THE MAJORITY PARTY’S 
EXCESSIVE SPENDING 

(Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina. 
Mr. Speaker, the American public 
asked Congress to change their spend-
ing habits and to be more responsible 
with the people’s money. Last fall, the 
majority party promised Americans 
greater fiscal responsibility and more 
spending restraint. I believe Congress 
needs to deliver a responsible Federal 
budget worthy of approval of the Amer-
ican public. 

Unfortunately, the majority has only 
introduced legislation that has prom-
ised the largest tax increase in history, 
runaway entitlement spending, and an 
out-of-control appropriations process. 

If Congress as a whole does not 
pledge to change, the American public 
will continue to be let down by the ac-
tions of the majority party. 

The Republicans are not going to let 
them down, Mr. Speaker. I understand 
the immediate need for spending re-
straint and the Republicans will con-
tinue to oppose excessive spending by 
the majority party. Therefore, I will 
vote against H.R. 2643, the Interior and 
Environment appropriations bill, later 
today. 

f 

A SERIOUS COURSE CORRECTION 
NEEDED FOR IRAQ 

(Mr. PERLMUTTER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, on 
Monday, Senator LUGAR, the former 
chairman and current ranking Repub-

lican on the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee, went to the Senate floor 
and said that the President’s troop es-
calation is not working. Then yester-
day Republican Senator VOINOVICH said 
the U.S. should begin pulling troops 
out of Iraq so that people know we are 
indeed disengaging. But the President 
and his spokesman said, no, we need 
more troops and more time. 

It has been clear for at least a year 
that a serious course correction is 
needed in Iraq. But, unfortunately, Re-
publicans in this House of Representa-
tives continue to rubber stamp the 
Bush administration’s war policies. 
Democrats are changing the course of 
this misguided war, but with a stub-
born President unwilling to face re-
ality, congressional Republicans must 
break ranks with the President to do 
what is best for our Nation and for 
Iraq. 

It is my hope that the congressional 
Republicans will seriously listen to 
their colleagues’ comments and con-
clude, as Democrats already have, that 
we need to dramatically change our 
policy in Iraq. 

f 

RECOGNIZING FLOYD OLESEN OF 
ELK RIVER, MINNESOTA 

(Mrs. BACHMANN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, there 
are so many great Americans in this 
country, especially unsung heroes and 
Americans who rise up to be a part of 
the solution of the greatness of this 
country. In Minnesota, we have so 
many people like that, and it is such 
an honor, Mr. Speaker, to be able to 
talk about one unsung hero. He is a 
wonderful man from the center part of 
the Sixth District of Minnesota. His 
name is Mr. Floyd Olesen, from an un-
assuming town named Elk River, Min-
nesota. 

Floyd and his wife, Dilly, have done 
so much for the people of our Nation 
and for the people of our State. They 
started a program called ‘‘Operation 
Minnesota Nice,’’ Mr. Speaker, where 
they send care packages to area troops 
from Minnesota who are currently 
serving both in Iraq and in Afghani-
stan. 

Recently Floyd stepped down from 
that position so that he and Dilly could 
focus on a few other service-related ac-
tivities. One is ‘‘Operation Help Sup-
port Our Troops & Families.’’ Another 
is ‘‘Operation Military Kids.’’ This pro-
vides educational opportunities for the 
children of active service personnel. 

Recently Mr. Olesen received the 
American Legion 6th District Service 
Officer of the Year award. He is a won-
derful American. 

And, Mr. Speaker, it is so important 
that we encourage all Americans to do 
what they can, where they can, when 
they can, while they can to serve their 
fellow man. Mr. Olesen has done that 
and more. 

Thank you, Floyd Olesen and Dilly, 
for what you do for American service-
men and women. 

f 

VICE PRESIDENT CHENEY 
(Mr. ARCURI asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to voice my concern about a dan-
gerous precedent and irresponsible 
wrongdoing in this administration. 

Recent media reports have revealed 
that the Office of the Vice President 
exempted itself from a presidential Ex-
ecutive Order created to protect na-
tional security information. Since 2003, 
the Vice President’s office has refused 
to properly report whether they pos-
sess certain classified information and 
went so far as to block inspection of 
their office to find out. The Vice Presi-
dent justified the step by saying that 
his office was not part of the executive 
branch of government. 

I would point out, Mr. Speaker, that 
the rest of the executive branch com-
plied with the order and properly re-
ported their handling of critical classi-
fied information. 

Mr. Speaker, I raise two serious ob-
jections to this practice. First, mis-
handling of classified data poses a 
grave and serious risk to our country 
and one should not take that lightly. 
And, second, as a former district attor-
ney, I believe that no one is above the 
law. Rule of law must apply to every-
one equally. How do we expect to en-
force the law in localities when it is 
broken and held in ill regard at the 
highest levels of government? We must 
hold this administration, like all other 
Americans, accountable for their ac-
tions. 

f 

ANOTHER ENERGY BILL THAT 
DOESN’T PRODUCE AN OUNCE OF 
ENERGY 
(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, as a 
member of the Energy and Commerce 
Committee, I have been watching as we 
are pulling together this year’s energy 
bill for the House; who is doing the 
cobbling; what they are including in 
the package, or, curiously, what they 
are leaving out. 

This is the current House leader-
ship’s second attempt this session to 
produce an energy bill that would ad-
dress our energy dependence on unsta-
ble parts of the world, our strategic 
vulnerabilities that arise from that de-
pendence, and the disastrous effects 
that high energy prices have on our 
ability to retain and produce American 
jobs. 

You would think that the Energy 
Committee would be a pretty good 
place to start on this. But last week, 
provisions in our committee’s bill pro-
moting additional energy production, 
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especially production focussed on the 
clean and efficient use of American 
coal, were stripped. And unless my col-
leagues in committee are successful in 
putting them back in this week, then 
the Democrats will deliver another en-
ergy bill that does not produce an 
ounce of energy. 

It is time for us to address this issue. 
f 

THE ACTIONS OF THE VICE PRESI-
DENT REGARDING THE WAR IN 
IRAQ 

(Mr. MCDERMOTT asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, my 
colleagues are saying we must have an 
end to the war, as have two Republican 
Senators. It is time for us to look at 
the actions of the Vice President of the 
United States. 

You remember when George Bush 
sent DICK CHENEY out to find a Vice 
President and he found himself? Well, 
if you read the last 4 days of The Wash-
ington Post, you read a chilling picture 
of the actions of the Vice President as 
he manipulated the intelligence lead-
ing us into the war. He has been the 
driving force to keep us in that war 
and still is today. 

Then when questioned about what he 
does over there, he says, I am not a 
member of the executive. I don’t know 
exactly. I have an office here, but I am 
not covered by the things the President 
says. 

This man has been evading an Execu-
tive Order from 2003 by the President of 
the United States that everyone tell 
how they are covering classified mate-
rial. But the Vice President is above 
that. 

The Vice President is not above in-
vestigation by the House of Represent-
atives for his actions in taking us into 
war and keeping us there. 

f 

ELECTION OF MEMBER TO COM-
MITTEE ON ENERGY AND COM-
MERCE 

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the House Republican Con-
ference, I offer a privileged resolution 
(H. Res. 520) and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 520 
Resolved, That the following member be, 

and is hereby, elected to the following stand-
ing committee of the House of Representa-
tives: 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE—Mr. 
Sullivan, to rank after Mrs. Myrick. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

SUPPORTING THE GOALS AND 
IDEALS OF NATIONAL CLEAN 
BEACHES WEEK 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-

mittee on Natural Resources be dis-
charged from further consideration of 
the resolution (H. Res. 186) supporting 
the goals and ideals of National Clean 
Beaches Week and recognizing the con-
siderable value of American beaches 
and their role in American culture, and 
ask for its immediate consideration in 
the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
COHEN). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from West Vir-
ginia? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-

lows: 
H. RES. 186 

Whereas coastal areas produce 85 percent 
of all United States tourism dollars and are 
the leading tourism destination in America; 

Whereas the National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration reports that over 50 
percent of the population of the United 
States lives in coastal counties; 

Whereas according to the National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration, the beach-
es in these coastal counties provide rec-
reational opportunities for numerous Ameri-
cans and their families who, together with 
international tourists, make almost 2 billion 
trips to the beach each year to fish, sun-
bathe, boat, swim, surf, and bird-watch; 

Whereas according to the Army Corps of 
Engineers, United States beaches are a crit-
ical driver of the American economy and its 
competitiveness in the global economy; 

Whereas beaches represent a critical part 
of our natural heritage and a beautiful part 
of the American landscape; 

Whereas beaches are sensitive ecosystems, 
susceptible to degradation and alteration 
from pollution, sea level rise, natural forces, 
untreated sewage, and improper use; 

Whereas members of the government, the 
private sector, and nongovernmental organi-
zations, along with citizen volunteers, have 
worked diligently to clean up and protect 
our beaches over the years; 

Whereas according to the United States 
Geological Survey, great strides have been 
made in understanding the science of water-
sheds and the connections between inland 
areas and coastal waters, and science-based 
policy should be developed that is commen-
surate with this knowledge; and 

Whereas a 7-day week commencing in 
June, and including July 5, will be observed 
each year as National Clean Beaches Week: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) supports the goals and ideals of Na-
tional Clean Beaches Week; 

(2) recognizes the value of beaches to the 
American way of life and the important con-
tributions of beaches to the economy, recre-
ation, and natural environment of the 
United States; 

(3) encourages all Americans to work to 
keep beaches, which are a critical part of the 
natural heritage of the United States, safe 
and clean for the continued enjoyment of the 
public; 

(4) expresses a renewed appreciation for the 
beaches of the United States and an invig-
orated effort to protect them with updated, 
integrated policy; and 

(5) encourages individuals to engage in ac-
tivities during National Clean Beaches Week 
to encourage stewardship and volunteerism 
along our coastlines. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

GRAND TETON NATIONAL PARK 
EXTENSION ACT OF 2007 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources be dis-
charged from further consideration of 
the Senate bill (S. 277) to modify the 
boundaries of Grand Teton National 
Park to include certain land within the 
GT Park Subdivision, and for other 
purposes, and ask for its immediate 
consideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate 
bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from West Virginia? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the Senate bill, as fol-

lows: 
S. 277 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Grand Teton 
National Park Extension Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) PARK.—The term ‘‘Park’’ means the 

Grand Teton National Park. 
(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 

means the Secretary of the Interior. 
(3) SUBDIVISION.—The term ‘‘Subdivision’’ 

means the GT Park Subdivision, with an 
area of approximately 49.67 acres, as gen-
erally depicted on— 

(A) the plat recorded in the Office of the 
Teton County Clerk and Recorder on Decem-
ber 16, 1997, numbered 918, entitled ‘‘Final 
Plat GT Park Subdivision’’, and dated June 
18, 1997; and 

(B) the map entitled ‘‘2006 Proposed Grand 
Teton Boundary Adjustment’’, numbered 136/ 
80,198, and dated March 21, 2006, which shall 
be on file and available for inspection in ap-
propriate offices of the National Park Serv-
ice. 
SEC. 3. ACQUISITION OF LAND. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may ac-
cept from any willing donor the donation of 
any land or interest in land of the Subdivi-
sion. 

(b) ADMINISTRATION.—On acquisition of 
land or an interest in land under subsection 
(a), the Secretary shall— 

(1) include the land or interest in the 
boundaries of the Park; and 

(2) administer the land or interest as part 
of the Park, in accordance with all applica-
ble laws (including regulations). 

(c) DEADLINE FOR ACQUISITION.—It is the in-
tent of Congress that the acquisition of land 
or an interest in land under subsection (a) be 
completed not later than 1 year after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

(d) RESTRICTION ON TRANSFER.—The Sec-
retary shall not donate, sell, exchange, or 
otherwise transfer any land acquired under 
this section without express authorization 
from Congress. 
SEC. 4. CRAIG THOMAS DISCOVERY AND VISITOR 

CENTER. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
(1) Craig Thomas was raised on a ranch 

just outside of Cody, Wyoming, near Yellow-
stone National Park and Grand Teton Na-
tional Park, where he— 

(A) began a lifelong association with those 
parks; and 
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(B) developed a deep and abiding dedica-

tion to the values of the public land of the 
United States; 

(2) during his 18-year tenure in Congress, 
including service in both the Senate and the 
House of Representatives, Craig Thomas 
forged a distinguished legislative record on 
issues as diverse as public land management, 
agriculture, fiscal responsibility, and rural 
health care; 

(3) as Chairman and Ranking Member of 
the National Parks Subcommittee of the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Resources 
of the Senate and a frequent visitor to many 
units of the National Park System, including 
Yellowstone National Park and Grand Teton 
National Park, Craig Thomas was a strong 
proponent for ensuring that people of all 
ages and abilities had a wide range of oppor-
tunities to learn more about the natural and 
cultural heritage of the United States; 

(4) Craig Thomas authored legislation to 
provide critical funding and management re-
forms to protect units of the National Park 
System into the 21st century, ensuring qual-
ity visits to units of the National Park Sys-
tem and the protection of natural and cul-
tural resources; 

(5) Craig Thomas strongly supported pub-
lic-private partnerships and collaboration 
between the National Park Service and other 
organizations that foster new opportunities 
for providing visitor services while encour-
aging greater citizen involvement in the 
stewardship of units of the National Park 
System; 

(6) Craig Thomas was instrumental in ob-
taining the Federal share for a public-private 
partnership with the Grand Teton National 
Park Foundation and the Grand Teton Nat-
ural History Association to construct a new 
discovery and visitor center at Grand Teton 
National Park; 

(7) on June 4, 2007, Craig Thomas passed 
away after battling cancer for 7 months; 

(8) Craig Thomas is survived by his wife, 
Susan, and children, Patrick, Greg, Peter, 
and Lexie; and 

(9) in memory of the distinguished career 
of service of Craig Thomas to the people of 
the United States, the dedication of Craig 
Thomas to units of the National Park Sys-
tem, generally, and to Grand Teton National 
Park, specifically, and the critical role of 
Craig Thomas in the new discovery and vis-
itor center at Grand Teton National Park, 
the Grand Teton Discovery and Visitor Cen-
ter should be designated as the ‘‘Craig Thom-
as Discovery and Visitor Center’’. 

(b) THE CRAIG THOMAS DISCOVERY AND VIS-
ITOR CENTER.— 

(1) DESIGNATION.—The Grand Teton Dis-
covery and Visitor Center located in Moose, 
Wyoming, and scheduled for completion in 
August 2007 shall be known and designated as 
the ‘‘Craig Thomas Discovery and Visitor 
Center’’. 

(2) REFERENCE.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the Grand 
Teton Discovery and Visitor Center referred 
to in paragraph (1) shall be deemed to be a 
reference to the ‘‘Craig Thomas Discovery 
and Visitor Center’’. 

SEC. 5. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary such sums as are necessary to 
carry out this Act. 

The Senate bill was ordered to be 
read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
ENVIRONMENT, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2008 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 514 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 2643. 

b 1044 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
2643) making appropriations for the De-
partment of the Interior, Environment, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, with Mr. 
WATT (Acting Chairman) in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. When the 

Committee of the Whole rose on Tues-
day, June 26, 2007, the amendment by 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
ANDREWS) had been disposed of and the 
bill had been read through page 111, 
line 17. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. FLAKE: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 

TITLE VI—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 
PROVISIONS 

SEC. 601. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used for W.A. Young & 
Sons Foundry, Greene County Pennsylvania. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 26, 2007, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. FLAKE) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. I thank the Chair for 
recognition. 

This amendment says, ‘‘None of the 
funds made available in this Act may 
be used for W.A. Young & Sons Found-
ry, Greene County, Pennsylvania.’’ 

The three-sentence certification let-
ter for this project states that the pur-
pose for this funding is to restore the 
machine shop at the foundry to its 
original likeness. 

Once again, it’s important to note 
that the certification letters that we 
get from the Appropriations Com-
mittee are not the request letters that 
Members give to the Appropriations 
Committee to request their earmark. 
So we really don’t know all that much 
about what the earmarks are for, other 
than a three-sentence or a four-sen-
tence certification letter. So I would 
have hoped to have had more informa-
tion, but we were unable to get from 
the Appropriations Committee the ac-
tual request letters. So we are at a bit 

of a loss to find out what the earmark 
is really for, but we did our best to do 
a little research. 

The W.A. Foundry is a factory that 
opened in 1900 and closed in 1965. The 
Web site that we found claimed that 
the W.A. Young & Sons Foundry is a 
prime example of America’s industrial 
heritage. My question for the sponsor 
of the earmark would be: What factory 
in the United States would not be a 
prime example of America’s industrial 
heritage? That’s the problem that I 
think we have with a lot of these ear-
marks, particularly those that are to 
promote tourism or industry. How do 
you choose winners and losers in this 
game? How do we say, well, hey, this 
old factory is deserving of renovation, 
is deserving to draw tourists and is de-
serving of taxpayer dollars, while that 
one down the road is not? It seems to 
me a rather arbitrary decision based on 
one, perhaps, powerful Member of Con-
gress who is able to slip in a provision 
to get an earmark. It doesn’t seem to 
be very fair to other Members or to the 
taxpayers as a whole. 

Furthermore, if any of our constitu-
ents who may want to take their fami-
lies on a tour of America’s industrial 
heritage, for any of them, for wanting 
to, they may have a hard time getting 
to see the W.A. Young & Sons Foundry. 
It’s only open for the public 2 days a 
year, just 2 days a year. $150,000 to the 
taxpayer for 2 days a year open to the 
public. Other than that, you will have 
to get a private tour. 

I simply don’t understand why we are 
spending taxpayer money to promote 
tourism, why we choose one group over 
another, why we are picking winners 
and losers here. That’s what I would 
ask the sponsor of the earmark if the 
sponsor of the earmark is here. I don’t 
believe that he is, but I would be glad 
to hear some answers to these ques-
tions. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. DICKS. I rise in opposition to the 
gentleman’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DICKS. The W.A. Young & Sons 
Foundry and Machine Shop is truly an 
American treasure. This remarkably 
well-preserved shop is an example of 
the once-common, shaft-driven job 
shop which played an important role in 
maintaining and repairing the ma-
chines that built early industrial 
America. 

This rare industrial facility contains 
machining and foundry equipment dat-
ing back to the mid-to-late 1800s. When 
the shop doors were shuttered more 
than four decades ago, everything, the 
tools, drills, nails, presses, lathes, 
wooden molds and patterns were left 
behind, creating a priceless time cap-
sule from the turn of the century. 

The machine shop and foundry are 
still able to operate, but the structure 
of the facility has severely deterio-
rated and is in desperate need of repair 
and restoration in order to preserve the 
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facility and the historic equipment 
within. And I would assume that’s why 
it hasn’t been open; they’re waiting to 
do the repairs. 

The W.A. Young & Sons Foundry and 
Machine Shop is documented by the 
National Park Service Historic Amer-
ican Engineering Record and listed on 
the National Register of Historic 
Places. 

I would also point out to my col-
leagues that in approaching this task, 
the gentleman from Kansas (Mr. 
TIAHRT) and I, and our staffs collec-
tively, reviewed all of these projects. 
There were 10 requests for every 
project that was put in the bill. And 
when we added it up, at the end of the 
day, it is four-tenths of 1 percent. Now, 
that is still significant, but I think it’s 
important for us to realize that we are 
dramatically reducing the number of 
overall earmarks in this bill, a much 
greater reduction than when the other 
party was in charge. From 1994 to 2006, 
it went from approximately 1,000 ear-
marks up to 13,000 earmarks; 13,000 ear-
marks. We have cut this back dramati-
cally. I think we’ve done a good job. 

I was hoping that the gentleman 
would be here today to praise us, say-
ing you have met the standard that the 
administration said. You cut the 50 
percent that PELOSI said you were 
going to cut. I was hoping the gen-
tleman would be here saying, ‘‘Well 
done,’’ and yet we have another amend-
ment. 

So, I’m in opposition to this. I think 
we should keep moving. We have other 
legislation to do. I know a lot of people 
in this body want to get home on Fri-
day, so I hope we can move expedi-
tiously. 

I appreciate the gentleman’s even- 
handedness in making selections, 
though I didn’t notice that he had a re-
duction of the President’s request. 

And again, I want to point out to the 
gentleman, you know, remember, the 
power of the purse is one of Congress’ 
most important powers. And I think we 
should be very careful when we start 
undermining that important legisla-
tive tool that separates us from the ex-
ecutive branch. 

So, this is Mr. MURTHA’s project from 
Pennsylvania, a very senior member of 
the Appropriations Committee. I urge 
all of my Members to support Mr. MUR-
THA’s project and to oppose the Flake 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 
Mr. TIAHRT. I have a parliamentary 

inquiry. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-

tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, is it pos-
sible for a gentleman who has an 
amendment before the Committee of 
the Whole under the current unani-
mous consent to reserve part of their 
time? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Yes, it is. 
Under the order of the House, time for 
debate is controlled. 

Mr. TIAHRT. The gentleman from 
Arizona wasn’t aware of that. So for 
the purposes of debate, I will move to 
strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Under the 
order of the House a manager may do 
that. 

The gentleman is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
to the gentleman from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. I’m glad to learn that. 
That will make it much better. It’s 
much better to have more of a col-
loquy. 

I would have liked to have had a col-
loquy with the sponsor of the earmark, 
but the sponsor of the earmark is not 
here. It makes it difficult to know ex-
actly what this is for. 

Mr. DICKS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. FLAKE. Yes, I would. 
Mr. DICKS. I can get you his phone 

number. 
Mr. FLAKE. Maybe that’s safer. 
What I would like to ask, for exam-

ple, I mention that this foundry is only 
open 2 days a year. It has been open for 
private tours for quite a while for a 
number of years. There is no indication 
with this earmark, certainly because 
we don’t get the request letter, we only 
get the certification letter, that it will 
be open for any more than that. 

And I don’t know about you, but it’s 
a tough sell. I can tell you, I have five 
kids. It would be tough to say, Do you 
want to go to Disneyland or W.A. 
Young & Sons Foundry? 

I can see why anybody would want an 
earmark to renovate something or to 
promote tourism in a particular area, 
but virtually every district in the 
country would like that as well. How 
do we decide this one is worthy and 
this one is not? Just because we have a 
Member who is a powerful member of 
the Appropriations Committee or not. 
We shouldn’t be doing it this way. 

The gentleman made a good point, 
that the President has his own ear-
marks. The administration does ear-
mark funds, but it’s typically with ac-
counts that we’ve given them. We say, 
here’s an amount of money and for this 
program. For example, there is the 
Save America’s Treasures account that 
the President, or the administration 
through a competitive grant process, 
decides this site is worthy of historic 
preservation or worthy of receiving 
funds. What we’re doing with ear-
marking frequently is circumventing 
that process and saying, I don’t think 
they’re going to do it right, so I’m just 
going to earmark my own project and 
get that funding for my own project. 
That’s no way to do business. If we 
don’t like the way the administration 
is doing something, that’s what the 
oversight process is about, and we 
should go back in and stipulate and 
mandate. 

I have mentioned many times, par-
ticularly with Homeland Security 
grants, there are projects in my own 

district that I think are a waste of Fed-
eral taxpayer dollars or not an appro-
priate use of Federal taxpayer dollars, 
and I would like to go in. And I will, 
through this process, if I can, seek to 
strike some of the President’s own re-
quests. We should be doing that. But 
we shouldn’t say because they do it and 
because they misuse Federal taxpayer 
dollars that we should as well. That’s 
not what our power of the purse should 
be about. 

So that’s why we’re here today, to 
say what is an appropriate use of Fed-
eral taxpayer dollars. Is it appropriate, 
in this case, and we can talk about 
what the Republicans did versus what 
the Democrats did. You won’t find me 
defending what Republicans did in 
terms of ramping up earmarks. We 
went from some 1,400 to 14,000 over a 
decade, and it’s a pox on our House. It’s 
part of the reason I think we lost in 
November. I hope the minority, now 
majority learn a lesson from us. 

I am glad to see the number of ear-
marks and the whole dollar value come 
down, but it should come down much 
lower. We not only need to change the 
level of spending, but the type of 
spending as well. And with earmarking, 
it was way out of control. It’s still out 
of control with this legislation, in my 
view. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
FLAKE). 

The question was taken, and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE 
Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 

amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. FLAKE: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
TITLE VI—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 

PROVISIONS 
SEC. 601. None of the funds made available 

for this Act may be used for the Columbus 
Fire Fighters Union in Columbus, Ohio. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 26, 2007, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. FLAKE) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. I thank the Chairman. 
This amendment would prohibit 

funding from going to the Columbus 
Firefighters Union, which is an AFL– 
CIO-affiliated union. 

The certification letter for this 
project is quite vague. Remember that 
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these are not request letters, so we 
don’t know a lot about these earmarks. 
These are only certifications that are 
made, usually three or four sentences 
long. The certification letter says that 
the earmark money is for the Colum-
bus Firefighters Hall. The letter also 
states that the entity to receive this 
funding is the Columbus Firefighters 
Union. The earmark list accompanying 
the bill calls the project ‘‘Firefighters 
Hall.’’ 

According to the certification, the 
funding would be used to renovate and 
expand the Toledo & Ohio Railway 
Depot. Suffice to say, this information 
wasn’t much to go on to learn about 
the earmark, so I had my staff e-mail 
the Appropriations Committee for fur-
ther details, which they did provide. 

The committee informed us that the 
Toledo and Ohio Central Railway sta-
tion at 379 West Broad Street in Co-
lumbus, Ohio is the largest remaining 
19th century railroad palace in central 
Ohio. Today it serves as local head-
quarters for the Volunteers of America, 
a national organization with a variety 
of charitable and service programs. 

The committee also stated that the 
depot has been adapted to serve the 
modern needs of the Volunteers of 
America, while also preserving much of 
the 100-year-old architecture. The dec-
orative ‘‘grand lobby’’ may be rented 
for parties, receptions and meetings. 

It’s a little unclear whether this is to 
renovate an old building. It seems to 
me there are already tenants in the 
building. And one of the tenants in the 
building I believe will be, or the entity 
that is receiving the earmark to ren-
ovate is the AFL–CIO-affiliated Fire-
fighters Union Local 67. 

Again, this is a question of there are 
a lot of firefighters halls around the 
country, there are a lot of buildings 
that need to be renovated. We give the 
administration money under programs 
to allocate on a competitive basis to do 
historic preservation. This, seems to 
me, is circumventing that process 
again. And again, why is it proper to 
say that this one is worthy of funding 
and this one isn’t? 

With that, Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

b 1100 

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise to claim time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gentle-
woman from Ohio is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment 
and in support of the provision in ques-
tion. 

Let me first say that I admire the 
gentleman from Arizona’s dedication 
to ensure that waste, fraud and abuse 
is rooted out of the Federal Govern-
ment. 

Additionally, Mr. Chairman, I believe 
that all earmarks in appropriations 
bills should be able to be publicly de-
fended. That is why I welcome this op-
portunity to explain this project and 

assure this body that it is absolutely 
appropriate. 

To begin with, let me talk about the 
Save America’s Treasures account in 
which this earmark has been des-
ignated for funding. Save America’s 
Treasures is a public-private partner-
ship between the National Park Serv-
ice and the National Trust For Historic 
Preservation. The program has pre-
served for future generations such im-
portant historical treasures as Montpe-
lier, the home of President James 
Madison; Fort Ticonderoga; and the 
USS Constitution Museum. 

So for anyone who has been to Inde-
pendence Hall in Philadelphia, or the 
Old North Church in Boston, or Monti-
cello, or anywhere of historical signifi-
cance to this country, we should be 
able to understand the importance of 
experiencing history firsthand at the 
sites that history was indeed made. We 
can also imagine the tragic loss we 
would feel if these sites were not pre-
served. 

Therefore, I can say that it is, with-
out a doubt, that the Federal Govern-
ment should take an interest in pre-
serving sites, artifacts and monuments 
that carry special historic significance 
in American history. In order to be 
considered for funding under this ac-
count, Mr. Chairman, a building must 
be listed on the National Register of 
Historic Places. This is not a simple 
designation to acquire. It is very dif-
ficult. After extensive State scrutiny 
and nomination, there also is a strin-
gent criteria applied by the National 
Parks Service. 

Specifically, this project will pre-
serve the Toledo and Ohio Central Rail-
way Depot in my hometown of Colum-
bus and specifically in the community 
of Franklinton. Constructed in 1896, 
the T&OC depot was listed on the Na-
tional Register of Historic Places in 
1973. It is a very unique, pagoda-style 
building, designed by noted architect 
Frank Packard. Its location is in the 
very historic Franklinton neighbor-
hood of Columbus. That is also signifi-
cant, as this was the site of the first 
settlement of all in Central Ohio. In re-
cent years, this building became aban-
doned and risked being demolished. To 
protect this important structure, the 
City sought proposals to renovate and 
preserve it. 

Mr. Chairman, the Columbus Fire-
fighters came to the rescue. They pro-
posed renovation of the historic struc-
ture in order to preserve it and to in-
clude a public exhibit honoring the his-
tory and contribution of firefighting in 
our country. 

While the total cost of this entire 
project is $2.7 million, the small 
$100,000 Federal investment through 
this earmark will only be used to ren-
ovate the historic sections of this 
building to its original glory and pre-
serve for future generations. I can 
think of no better use of such a signifi-
cant historic building than by those 
who maintain the time-honored Amer-
ican tradition of service and sacrifice 

to one’s neighbors and one’s commu-
nity. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment deserves to be opposed by 
all Members of the House who value 
the history of our country, the preser-
vation of historic sites and the con-
tribution of firefighters to our commu-
nities. 

Save America’s Treasures is a valu-
able program and it is a worthwhile 
project that should be preserved. The 
combination of preserving the tradi-
tion of our Nation’s rail history and 
honoring our Nation’s brave fire-
fighters is worthy of this body’s sup-
port. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. FLAKE. If the gentlewoman will 
respond, I have a question. The ear-
mark states that it is for Firefighter’s 
Hall in Columbus, but the certification 
letter says the money is to go to the 
firefighters’ union. Why does the union 
get the money? 

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. The union pro-
vided the contract to do the renova-
tion. The money proposed in this ear-
mark is only for the historical renova-
tion. The firefighters are the ones who 
took on the task of coming to the res-
cue of this very historic site and had 
the best bid. 

Mr. FLAKE. Is there another fire-
fighters’ museum in Columbus? 

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Not that I know 
of. 

Mr. FLAKE. Let me just say, again, 
the gentlewoman mentioned that we 
have this program for historic preser-
vation, the Saving America’s Treas-
ures, and that it is tough to get on the 
list for that. As I understand it, grants 
are given out and those grants are an-
nounced in late summer. If you receive 
one of those grants, then you are 
named an historic site or an official re-
cipient. You can also make a contribu-
tion. If you are a local entity looking 
to have your own facility designated, 
you can make a contribution to Save 
America’s Treasures and earmark that 
for the project that you want it to go 
to. There are other ways to receive rec-
ognition. 

It just seems to me that it would be 
more appropriate for the local entities 
to bear responsibility for this and not 
the Federal Government. 

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. If the gentleman 
will yield, this is a $2.7 million project. 
The Federal Government’s contribu-
tion is $100,000. It is truly a public-pri-
vate partnership in which the fire-
fighters and the local government and 
the State government are participating 
fully. 

Mr. FLAKE. That is understood. 
There are a lot of State and local gov-
ernments everywhere, I would submit, 
that would like to have this kind of 
participation. But we simply can’t do 
it. We simply cannot fund every project 
out there. So it seems to me that if we 
are going to have a project, or we are 
going to have an account that we set 
up with the Federal agency, we allow 
that to take its course. 
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If we don’t like the way it is run, it 

is our obligation as Members of Con-
gress to stipulate that it should be 
done differently. But we shouldn’t go 
in and circumvent that process and 
say, all right, I am going to earmark 
these projects because I fear that they 
might not receive designation or they 
might not be chosen by this Federal 
agency. If we don’t like how that is set 
up, let’s change that process. But let’s 
not move in, as Members of Congress, 
and designate specific funds. 

I have a lot of respect for the gentle-
woman from Ohio and count her as a 
friend. I am not questioning anything 
here but the wisdom of using Federal 
taxpayer money to do this type of 
thing. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the requisite number of words. I 
would be glad to yield to the ranking 
member. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to thank the chairman for this. I want 
to point out that we did a joint review 
process of each of these earmarks to 
make sure that they were within the 
guidelines of what we have done in past 
precedence in the House. This par-
ticular earmark, like the other ear-
marks, passed this process. This is part 
of the Save America’s Treasures pro-
gram, authorized by the Save Amer-
ica’s Treasures Act. It is a 50/50 match 
on a small portion of a larger project. 
It is also on the National Registry of 
Historic Places. 

I think the fundamental question 
that we have is, do we think it is prop-
er for Federal dollars to be part of this 
effort? I think that is what Members 
should base their vote on, whether we 
think that this should be a part of the 
Federal effort to save a historic place 
like this. 

The gentleman from Arizona brought 
up a very good point. He said that we 
can’t fund every request. That is true. 
I think that some requests we have had 
were culled from this because they 
didn’t meet the past precedent or the 
standards that we had left in place be-
fore. Just by sheer limits on the num-
ber of amendments and the dollar 
amounts available, we have also cre-
ated limits for this process of selecting 
these treasures that are part of our his-
tory and to save them. 

Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman 
from Washington for yielding time. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I reclaim 
my time. 

Mr. Chairman, I would also point out 
to the gentleman that the precedent on 
this Save America’s Treasures has been 
to split the money 50/50; 50 percent 
would go to the administration and 
they would then make decisions on a 
competitive basis. The other 50 percent 
would be earmarked by the Members of 
Congress. 

I think that process works well. Con-
gress has the right to do this under the 
power of the purse. This is one of our 
most important constitutional rights. 

There is nothing wrong with it. The 
Supreme Court has never questioned it. 
It is part of our constitutional history. 

I just want to also join my friend 
from Kansas and say that I support 
this project. I urge that the Flake 
amendment be rejected and that we 
support this project. It has been care-
fully vetted. I think we could have 
straightened out the name of the title 
here and helped ourselves, but that is a 
lesson learned for next year. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back my time. 
Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 

yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-

tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
FLAKE). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona will be 
postponed. 

b 1115 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the last word, and I yield to my 
good friend from Maryland (Mr. 
GILCHREST). 

Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. I 
would like to thank the subcommittee, 
the chairman, and the ranking member 
for their support of the existing pro-
gram to eradicate nutria. It is Public 
Law 108–16. It is called the Nutria 
Eradication and Control Act. I also 
want to thank the chairman and rank-
ing member for the amount of money 
that they have put into the National 
Wildlife Refuge System. 

This particular program, the Nutria 
Eradication and Control Act, has spent 
over the last 10 years over $1 million to 
eradicate this invasive species on a Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge in the State of 
Maryland which involves 27,000 acres. 
It also has been helped by the USDA 
APHIS program. 

This program to eradicate nutria on 
27,000 acres in the State of Maryland 
and surrounding private lands has been 
one of the best invasive species eradi-
cation programs in the United States. 
There are 16 other States where nutria 
pose a problem. So the precedent where 
we have eradicated this nutria on 27,000 
acres at the Blackwater National Wild-
life Refuge and surrounding areas 
shows that the project is a success. 

The Interior appropriation bills we 
are considering today includes gen-
erous increases in the National Wildlife 
Refuge System, and I support all of 
this money. But, Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to have some type of dia-
logue and colloquy now that, as we 
move this process through the House 
and through the Senate, there is a rec-
ognition that this program has been 
successful, that it needs to continue in 
other areas around the Blackwater Ref-

uge so that other States, 16 more, un-
derstand how this program, how it 
works in difficult terrain, in marsh-
land, in swampland, can be successful 
in their areas. 

So I would ask that the chairman, I 
know there are difficult choices, there 
are budget problems, but as we move 
this process through, that the nominal 
funding, this small amount of funding 
that we will need to continue this pro-
gram in the State of Maryland, be con-
sidered. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, reclaim-
ing my time, I thank the gentleman for 
his comments and his interest in ad-
dressing the threat posed by invasive 
species to our natural resources. I will 
certainly work with the gentleman to 
help address this pressing need as we 
go through this process. 

I know how important this invasive 
species issue is. Out in my area we 
have a major problem with Spartina, 
and we have had to fight it in the 
Willapa Bay area and Grays Harbor 
area. So I am very sympathetic to this. 
Also with the Fish and Wildlife Serv-
ice, I guess there is an interagency 
group that is working on invasive spe-
cies. So let’s look at existing programs, 
and we will try our best to find a way 
to help the gentleman. 

Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman, and look forward 
to working with him. 

Mr. DICKS. I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE 
Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 

amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. FLAKE: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
TITLE VI—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 

PROVISIONS 
SEC. 601. None of the funds made available 

in this Act may be for the Philadelphia Art 
Museum Exterior Façade in Philadelphia, 
PA. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 26, 2007, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. FLAKE) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment would prevent any funding 
in the bill from going to the Philadel-
phia Art Museum for their exterior fa-
cade work. The Philadelphia Art Mu-
seum is receiving $100,000 in taxpayer 
funds in this bill. 

The certification letter submitted to 
the Appropriations Committee in this 
project is a little vague again. It sim-
ply states that the money is to be used 
for a comprehensive exterior renova-
tion and preservation project of the 
main building historic facade. I should 
note again the certification letters 
that we get as Members tell us a lot 
less than the actual request letters do. 
That certainly is the case here. 
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When my staff looked at the museum 

Web site, it is clear that the museum 
has plans for expansion by creating a 
‘‘skylit galleria, a spacious gallery ex-
tending along Pennsylvania Avenue in 
Philadelphia.’’ 

The skylit galleria would be some 35 
feet high, 200 feet long, and join the 
lobby and new cafe. The Web site says 
that with its terrazzo floor and tilted 
corbelled wall, this new space connects 
the old building to the new extension 
along the length of the preexisting 
north exterior facade. 

I understand the main building is his-
toric. But the question is, if the certifi-
cation letter says it is for the historic 
facade and you are talking about floor-
ing and other things, it seems to me 
that the money is going to the new ex-
tension. 

Again, I would simply make the same 
point here that I have made before. 
There are a lot of worthy projects. Cer-
tainly renovation and historic preser-
vation is a good thing and a lot of good 
people contribute their own money to 
it, as they should. But the question is, 
should Federal taxpayer dollars be used 
in this way, particularly given the fi-
nancial situation we are in as a Federal 
Government. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I claim 
the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, the Philadelphia Art 
Museum is an historic location, well- 
known throughout the world, with over 
1 million visitors a year, 78 years in ex-
istence. 

The project for the modernization 
and renovation of the museum is one of 
note. It is important this year over $130 
million will be spent. This $100,000 will 
be less than 1 percent of that. But it is 
an important effort for the Federal 
Government to participate and support 
the renovation of the exterior. 

This multiyear program of over half 
a billion dollars to renovate and mod-
ernize the Philadelphia Art Museum is 
an important linchpin to an expansion 
along the parkway in Philadelphia’s 
role in the world in terms of a world- 
class art collection. The Barnes Mu-
seum will be built and the Rodin Mu-
seum. 

The collection will bring more visi-
tors, twice as many visitors, to Phila-
delphia, as if we would have the Super 
Bowl in Philadelphia, and these visi-
tors will spend three times as much 
money. Many of them are international 
travelers and art collectors and people 
who appreciate art. 

I know that the House, notwith-
standing the views of one Member who 
has offered this amendment, I am cer-
tain that a majority of the Members of 
this House will speak clearly that when 
we are talking about America’s treas-
ures, that the very well known but 

very old and in need of repair Philadel-
phia Art Museum deserves support 
under the program, the Saving Amer-
ica’s Treasures program, which was de-
signed exactly for this purpose and in 
which it has been the practice that the 
Congress would select about half of the 
projects. 

So I ask that we oppose this amend-
ment, and I ask that we support the 
Philadelphia Art Museum in this effort 
in this city and Philadelphia region. 
Many of our Members and families 
have visited, and we encourage all to 
visit, including the gentleman who is 
the sponsor of the amendment. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FATTAH. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Washington. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
strong support of the gentleman’s 
project. We have looked at this care-
fully. As we understand it, it deals 
with the historic facade, and this is an 
important project. I think it is a very 
modest amount of money, which has to 
be matched by the locals. They are put-
ting up a huge amount of additional 
money so there won’t be any problem 
with that. 

I congratulate the gentleman on his 
project and urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on this 
amendment. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. FLAKE. If the gentleman would 
explain, I am still a little confused. 
The earmark states it is for Philadel-
phia Art Museum exterior facade, but 
then we are talking about an extension 
or expansion as well. Is this for the his-
toric facade or for an expansion? 

Mr. FATTAH. If the gentleman would 
yield, this grant would be to assist in 
the project related to repair of the his-
toric facade of the existing museum. 

Mr. FLAKE. So not to the new expan-
sion. 

Mr. FATTAH. I think you would say 
‘‘asked and answered’’ at this moment, 
right? 

Mr. FLAKE. I thank the gentleman. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-

tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
FLAKE). 

The amendment was rejected. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. FLAKE: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
TITLE VI—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 

PROVISIONS 
SEC. 601. None of the funds made available 

in this Act may be used for Payne Gallery, 
Moravian College in Pennsylvania. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 26, 2007, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. FLAKE) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment would prohibit any of the 
funds in the bill from going to the 
Payne Art Gallery at Moravian College 
at Bethlehem, Pennsylvania. The cer-
tification letter submitted by the 
Member sponsoring the project stated 
the money would go to the restoration 
and preservation of the Payne Art Gal-
lery at the college. The funding would 
be used for exterior restoration, reha-
bilitation, and conservation of Payne 
Gallery. 

Payne Art Gallery is a small art gal-
lery at a college. The college under-
went a renovation in 2001 to achieve 
Smithsonian exhibit standards. It cur-
rently hosts about five to six exhibits a 
year. This small art gallery is to re-
ceive $150,000 in Federal funding from 
the U.S. taxpayer. 

Again, I would simply ask, there are 
a lot of small colleges around the coun-
try, hundreds of them, thousands of 
them. Many have art galleries. Where 
do we say this is worthy and this is 
not? Why are we using U.S. Federal 
taxpayer dollars for this purpose when 
we are in the fix that we are in finan-
cially? 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I claim the 
time in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DENT. Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man. 

I also do want to thank my friend 
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE), and he is in-
deed a friend, but I also want to thank 
him for giving me this opportunity to 
fully vet and disclose this particular 
project on the campus of Moravian Col-
lege in Bethlehem, Pennsylvania, spe-
cifically on the Priscilla Payne Hurd 
campus, and we are speaking today 
about the Payne Gallery. I think it is 
very important that we have this kind 
of discourse in a very open and trans-
parent manner. 

But let’s first understand and explain 
the purpose of the Saving America’s 
Treasures program. The purpose is to 
preserve nationally significant, his-
toric properties that are threatened or 
endangered. The projects must miti-
gate the threat, have a clear public 
benefit, and there has to be a non-Fed-
eral match. That is certainly the case 
here. 

I should let everybody know too the 
historic significance of Moravian Col-
lege. It is America’s sixth oldest col-
lege, sixth oldest. It is located within 
the City of Bethlehem, which is really 
the site, and it is perhaps arguable, but 
we claim where I live in the Lehigh 
Valley of Pennsylvania, it is really the 
birthplace of the America Industrial 
Revolution, and the Moravians were a 
key driver in that industrialization 
process in the 18th century. 

There is a very strong industrial and 
cultural heritage. The Moravians were 
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not only industrialists; they were peo-
ple of faith. They came from Germany 
and other parts of Central Europe. 

The Priscilla Payne Hurd campus is 
significant to the story of the City of 
Bethlehem and to the college. The 
Payne Gallery is nationally signifi-
cant. It exhibits collections from the 
Smithsonian National Museum of 
American History and the Smithsonian 
Institute of Libraries. 

This historic property is certainly 
threatened. This funding will mitigate 
the threat. There is a clear public ben-
efit. This gallery will be used and en-
joyed by countless visitors to Beth-
lehem, the Christmas City. We enjoy 
numerous visitors from around the 
world every year to be in Bethlehem 
during Christmas to participate in the 
Moravian tradition, culture and herit-
age of the community. 

There is certainly a non-Federal 
match. It will be $205,000. The total 
project cost is $350,000. The amount of 
funding in the bill is $150,000 of Federal 
money. 

Just coincidentally, there was an ar-
ticle today in one of the local news-
papers back home: ‘‘Moravian College 
gets $130,000 historic grant. The Getty 
Foundation cash focuses on preserving 
classic architecture.’’ 

I am just going to restate and read 
briefly a few things said in the local 
paper today about this campus about 
which I am speaking. Moravian College 
again is the sixth oldest college in the 
country. It has 11 buildings in the Na-
tional Register of Historic Places, all 
of the them in the Priscilla Payne 
Hurd campus downtown. They include 
the Brethren House, built in 1748, 
which the Getty Foundation called 
‘‘one of the best examples of colonial 
German architecture in the country.’’ 

That is what a group of philan-
thropists in California said about this 
particular campus in the City of Beth-
lehem. This is historically significant, 
and this grant will support a com-
prehensive evaluation of the college’s 
buildings and form the basis of an his-
toric preservation plan. 

One of the stated goals of the project 
is to ‘‘develop strategies for using, pre-
serving, and enhancing historic struc-
tures.’’ 

The president of the college just said 
today that he is proud of the contin-
uous use of its oldest structures: ‘‘Our 
students study music and practice 
Bach in the very rooms in which so 
many remarkable young students did 
nearly two centuries ago. Moravian’s 
historic structures are alive and vital, 
the past in the continuous present.’’ 

That is what the president of the col-
lege said. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DENT. I yield to the gentleman 
from Washington. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
rise in strong support of the gentle-
man’s projects and congratulate him 
on the hard work that he has dem-
onstrated and his very comprehensive 

knowledge of this project. I urge a 
‘‘no’’ vote on the Flake amendment. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, reclaiming 
my time, I thank the gentleman. 

I did want to say that, again, this 
campus, this gallery, and by the way, 
Priscilla Payne Hurd is alive and well, 
she is in her eighties, a wonderful ma-
triarch of the community, philan-
thropist, has contributed so much to 
this community in preserving the cul-
ture and the heritage of America. This 
is not simply about my hometown. 
This is about American history and 
culture and, frankly, faith. Faith. The 
Moravians were people of great faith. 

Again, every year people come to 
Bethlehem in great numbers to hear 
Bach. They come here to hear Bach. 
Moravian is such a integral part of 
that. You really can’t separate the 
Moravians from the City of Bethlehem, 
again, the Christmas City. We are very 
proud of what they do there. 

I believe this project fits precisely 
into the definition of the Saving Amer-
ica’s Treasures program. You couldn’t 
find a better fit. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I will 
simply make the point, this sounds 
like a great gallery, a lot of history, 
certainly something that tourism and 
other things can pay for, that can 
carry its own load locally. Why do we 
need the Federal Government to be in-
volved, that is my question. 

Given the priorities and the situation 
we are in with the Federal Govern-
ment, the last time I checked we were 
some $8 trillion in debt, why are we 
doing this? Where does it end? When do 
we say enough is enough? 

We can’t afford to fund projects like 
this around the country that have a 
local program that can support it. We 
simply can’t go on doing this. That is 
the point that I would like to make. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
FLAKE). 

The amendment was rejected. 

b 1130 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word, and I yield to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
DANIEL E. LUNGREN). 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
mention an amendment I was going to 
offer but did not for fear it would not 
garner the appropriate number of 
votes, and that was to dam up Yosem-
ite Valley. It is about time that we 
dam up that valley, let it flood now be-
cause Los Angeles and southern Cali-
fornia is in dire need of water. We are 
talking about global warming and we 
are talking about the need for water 
for our people. 

Now that would be a ridiculous 
amendment; but yet we didn’t even get 
a chance to have $7 million as re-

quested by the administration to look 
at the possibility of restoring Yosemite 
Valley’s twin, the Hetch Hetchy. 

Eighty-four years ago the Hetch 
Hetchy Valley, the smaller twin to Yo-
semite Valley that is completely con-
tained within the boundaries of Yosem-
ite National Park, the only instance in 
which we dammed up a river to cover 
up a valley inside a national park took 
place. 

What did John Muir say about it? He 
said: ‘‘Dam Hetch Hetchy! As well dam 
for water-tanks the people’s cathedrals 
and churches, for no holier temple has 
ever been consecrated by the heart of 
man.’’ 

This is one of the beautiful natural 
resources in this country, and the ad-
ministration said give us $7 million to 
study whether we could get rid of 
O’Shaughnessy Dam that has been 
there for 84 years, restore this valley 
and show that we can provide that 
water supply to the city of San Fran-
cisco so we can give our children and 
grandchildren this great natural re-
source. 

Now I will admit I am biased. I met 
my wife in Yosemite on the banks of 
the Merced River in the beautiful Yo-
semite Valley. But let me just ask you, 
we talk about all these things, preserve 
this museum and preserve this art gal-
lery and so forth. Can you imagine if 
we can give back to the American peo-
ple another Yosemite Valley? And yet 
we cannot even get the committee $7 
million to study the possibilities. Why 
are people afraid of this? 

We talk about preserving nature and 
concern for our national parks. This is 
a desecration of one of the most beau-
tiful natural parks in the history of 
this Nation, Yosemite Valley. Most 
people don’t know that there is a twin 
valley just north of it called the Hetch 
Hetchy because it is underwater. The 
city of San Francisco pays $50,000 a 
year to cover up one of the great, beau-
tiful natural wonders of this Nation. 
And yet we couldn’t even get $7 million 
to study, not to do it, to study if it is 
feasible. 

The governor has just completed a 
study in which he said it was feasible, 
and said we need the Federal Govern-
ment, since it is Federal land, to look 
at it and it will cost about $7 million. 
And this committee said no, we can’t. 
The Speaker doesn’t want it. Senators 
who happen to be in and around San 
Francisco don’t want it. 

I don’t know what is more environ-
mentally important than saving one of 
the great wonders of the world that is 
underwater. 

John Muir said this is the greatest 
desecration, the greatest desecration of 
natural resources in this Nation. John 
Muir, not usually noted as a Repub-
lican, but one of the great conserva-
tionists in the history of the United 
States. And we couldn’t even get $7 
million. I am very disappointed. I am 
extremely disappointed. 

If anybody wants to look at this, go 
to Yosemite Valley, go to that national 
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park and say you want to look at the 
Hetch Hetchy which John Muir said is 
one of the great cathedrals of nature in 
this country. It is kind of tough to see 
it because it is underwater. 

Now I’m not saying stop the water 
from going to San Francisco, I am say-
ing there are alternatives that would 
restore this beautiful, fantastic, fea-
ture of nature; and yet in this bill, we 
can’t even allow $7 million. 

Mr. DICKS. Would the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. TIAHRT. I yield to the chairman 
of the committee. 

Mr. DICKS. I thank the ranking 
member for yielding, and I just would 
like to ask the gentleman from Cali-
fornia, does he have an estimate of 
what the cost of doing this would be? 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. That is the whole purpose of 
having a study for $7 million to esti-
mate the cost and to make sure that 
the city of San Francisco and the other 
water districts receive that money. 

Mr. DICKS. It may have been in the 
governor’s study or one of the other 
studies that have been done. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Kansas’ time has expired. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the requisite number of words. 

As I understand it, some of the cost 
estimates that have come in, this 
would be up to $10 billion. I think one 
of the reasons why the committee took 
the action it did take was because of 
this great big $10 billion bill and not 
having any kind of a plan for how that 
would be financed. 

But I am sensitive to what the gen-
tleman has said in terms of the impor-
tance of this. We will take this very se-
riously, and we will look and see what 
the Senate does and we will continue 
to work with our friend from California 
who is a valued Member of the House. 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. DICKS. I yield to the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. As you may recall, this first 
came up during the Reagan administra-
tion when then-Secretary Don Hodel 
was surprised when a staff member 
came into his office and said, Mr. Sec-
retary, how would you like to give us 
another Yosemite Valley? 

He said, What are you talking about? 
The staff member said there is a twin 

to Yosemite Valley sitting under, I for-
get how many feet of water. He said, 
Well, that water goes to San Francisco, 
doesn’t it? 

And he said, Yes, but we think there 
are alternatives that would allow San 
Francisco to still get that water, that 
pristine water, as it has for 80-some 
years, and yet restore the Hetch 
Hetchy. The estimates I have seen, it 
may cost upwards of $2 billion. Now 
that is a lot of money, but I would ask 
you: How much would it cost us to 
build a Yosemite Valley if we could 
possibly build it? It is priceless, as they 
say in the commercial. 

Mr. DICKS. Reclaiming my time, I 
appreciate the gentleman’s obvious 
sincerity and passion, and we will con-
tinue to look at this. 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. I thank the chairman of the 
committee. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the requisite number of words, 
and I yield to the gentleman from Indi-
ana for a statement. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I 
had planned to introduce an amend-
ment and I chose not to do that, and I 
will explain why. 

But my amendment would have 
sought to reduce by $2.6 million the 
salaries and expense account of the 
Smithsonian Institute, an account in 
which there is a history of well-docu-
mented, wasteful spending of taxpayer 
dollars. 

Though I called for a freeze in the 
funding for the Smithsonian’s adminis-
trative account, this amendment 
should not be mistaken for opposition 
to this important institution. For more 
than 150 years, the Smithsonian has 
made significant contributions to the 
cultural enrichment of the United 
States. Through its 18 museums, 144 af-
filiate museums, the National Zoo, and 
nine research centers around the world, 
the Smithsonian has contributed to the 
education of millions of people. 

In fact, officials estimate that 24 mil-
lion people visited the Smithsonian in 
2006 and almost 21 million visited affil-
iate museums across the world. There 
is no doubt that the Smithsonian 
reaches across America and the world 
to offer a rich experience for both chil-
dren and adults alike. 

I think I speak for most of my col-
leagues in expressing a deep apprecia-
tion for the excellent work the Smith-
sonian does, but I also agree with the 
Appropriations Committee that the in-
stitution has recently exhibited a ‘‘cri-
sis of leadership, governance and prin-
ciple.’’ 

As was well-documented in the press 
and here in Congress, some of the 
Smithsonian’s top officials received ex-
orbitant salaries and housing allow-
ances, traveled lavishly, and made oth-
erwise egregious expenditures on the 
taxpayers’ dime. 

My constituents, like many of yours, 
sent me to Washington to ensure that 
their tax dollars were spent wisely. 
They believe, as I do, that Congress 
should not reward waste, fraud or 
abuse with more taxpayer dollars. This 
amendment would have called for the 
Smithsonian to enact steps to get its 
spending practices under control. It 
was meant to send the message that 
until the Smithsonian can demonstrate 
it can responsibly spend taxpayer dol-
lars, it should not receive increased 
funding. 

I would like to thank Chairman 
DICKS for allowing me to talk about 
this amendment that I believe would 
have taken a real step in addressing 
waste, fraud and abuse in the Smithso-
nian. However, after discussion with 

several of my colleagues who serve on 
the Smithsonian Board of Regents, I 
have been assured that this institute 
has begun to enact measures that will 
lead to real reform in the institute. We 
should all continue to observe this, as 
well as all institutions under our con-
trol. 

Mr. DICKS. I would like to say to the 
gentleman that I believe the com-
mittee has, in essence, enacted the 
spirit of your amendment. We have re-
duced the Smithsonian’s budget by $35 
million. The salaries and expenses level 
has come down to where it was in 2007. 
And we didn’t do this as a punitive 
measure, we did this to send a very 
strong message, as the gentleman has 
in his very eloquent floor statement, 
and that message is we want the 
Smithsonian Board of Regents to re-
form the Smithsonian. 

We all respect and admire and love 
the institution ourselves. We want to, 
and I personally hope we can in con-
ference restore funding after they have 
made the appropriate changes that the 
committee has talked to them about. I 
think that is happening as we speak. 

I have had a chance to talk to a num-
ber of the regents and Members of the 
House who serve as regents, and I am 
confident that they are on the right 
track. We hope by the time we get to 
conference, we will all be satisfied that 
they have reached the goal of reform-
ing and changing so that the House and 
the other body can feel confident in 
funding them at the appropriate level. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. That is why I did not offer 
the amendment because I am confident 
that we will watch this. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Kansas. 

Mr. TIAHRT. First, I would like to 
thank the gentleman from Indiana for 
bringing up this important issue. There 
were problems that were occurring at 
the Smithsonian, and it was evident in 
the press and it was evident in the dia-
logue we had here on the Hill and in 
committee. I want to commend the 
chairman for his leadership in trying 
to focus our resources on the problem. 

When the studies are complete, I 
think we will all be satisfied that we 
can move forward. The Smithsonian is 
a great institution and it needs power-
ful leadership, and we need to have 
strong checks and balances in place. I 
believe those are being put in place. 

So thank you for bringing the issue 
to the floor of the House. And I thank 
the chairman for helping us get a 
strong institution in the Smithsonian 
that will last for years. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. FLAKE: 
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At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
TITLE VI—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 

PROVISIONS 
SEC. 601. None of the funds made available 

in this Act may be used for the Southwestern 
Pennsylvania Heritage Preservation Com-
mission in Hollidaysburg, Pennsylvania; the 
Westsylvania Heritage Corporation in 
Hollidaysburg, Pennsylvania; and the 
Progress Fund in Greensburg, Pennsylvania. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 26, 2007, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. FLAKE) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment would prevent funding 
from going to the Southwestern Penn-
sylvania Heritage Preservation Com-
mission in Hollidaysburg, Pennsyl-
vania. This is one of the most expen-
sive earmarks in the bill. The commis-
sion is to receive an earmark of $1.2 
million. The Web site for this commis-
sion states that the southwestern re-
gion of Pennsylvania was hard hit 
when a lot of manufacturing jobs left 
the region. The Web site also states 
that it was a ‘‘tough transition for 
hundreds of steelworkers, coal miners, 
railroaders and other workers who now 
find themselves without a job.’’ I cer-
tainly, and any Member in this body, 
can sympathize with in their own dis-
trict. 

But the Web site goes on to say that 
‘‘An idea emerged that the very indus-
tries that were struggling in the 1980’s 
had transformed America once before. 
Could the proud history of south-
western Pennsylvania once again lead 
America through the next economic 
transition? With that, the South-
western Pennsylvania Heritage Preser-
vation Commission was born.’’ 

A bill creating the Southwestern 
Pennsylvania Industrial Heritage 
Route, or Path to Progress National 
Heritage Area, was approved in Con-
gress in 1988. The heritage area is man-
aged by the Southwestern Pennsyl-
vania Heritage Preservation Commis-
sion. If this is confusing to listeners, it 
is to all of us. 

The Commission’s Web site states 
that the law created the new heritage 
area to ‘‘make it possible for millions 
of Federal dollars to flow into south-
western Pennsylvania.’’ No doubt. 

All of these funds are to be managed 
by the Commission. 

The Commission’s Web site states the 
Commission has ‘‘created organiza-
tions, corporations, alliances, confed-
erations, authorities, commissions, 
councils, and new businesses.’’ No 
doubt. 

The site goes on to explain that the 
committee ‘‘spent money, borrowed 
money, loaned money, earned money, 
granted money, and accepted money.’’ 
Nobody doubts that either. 

The Web site explains that the Com-
mission legislative mandate was re-
newed by Congress and it was to begin 
transferring its responsibilities to a 
public foundation. 

I quote, ‘‘several entities were cre-
ated by the commission to achieve 
this—the Allegheny Heritage Develop-
ment Corporation which then evolved 
in the Westsylvania Heritage Corpora-
tion and the Progress Fund, which 
would serve as a Community Develop-
ment Financial Institution, providing 
gap and equity financing to an increas-
ing number of tourism-oriented busi-
nesses.’’ 

I should note that I have added lan-
guage in this amendment to prevent 
Federal funding from going to the 
other two nonprofit entities that were 
created by the Southwestern Pennsyl-
vania Heritage Commission. 

My point in offering this amendment 
is to highlight the concept of earmark 
incubators, or entities created by Mem-
bers of Congress through the legisla-
tive process that exist for the sole pur-
pose of receiving more earmarks. 

In this case, the Southwestern Penn-
sylvania Heritage Preservation Com-
mission seems to be just that, an ear-
mark incubator. It has spawned at 
least two other nonprofit entities, each 
with the sole purpose of fostering eco-
nomic growth and tourism develop-
ment in southwestern Pennsylvania 
with Federal taxpayer dollars. 
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It is no surprise that the CEO of the 
Westsylvania Heritage Corporation is 
also the executive director of the 
Southwestern Pennsylvania Heritage 
Preservation Commission. He is also a 
former Interior Department employee 
of 32 years. 

Keeping track of all these entities 
that have been created based on this 
one national heritage area almost bog-
gles the mind. The point of this amend-
ment is to prevent funding from going 
to one entity, you have to go after all 
three. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania. I 
thank the chairman. 

One of the benefits of reviewing these 
publicly is to help get some facts on 
the table with regard to what these 
projects are. This project of the South-
western Pennsylvania Heritage Preser-
vation program is one of 37 heritage 
sites around the Nation. It includes 
such other projects as the Tennessee 
Civil War Heritage Area, the Shen-
andoah Valley Battlefields Area, Mis-
sissippi Gulf Coast Area, the National 
Aviation Area and, of course, the Yuma 
Crossing National Heritage Area in Ar-
izona. 

This one in Pennsylvania involves 
nine counties in four congressional dis-
tricts. It was something that started in 
1988 at that time, signed into law by 
President Reagan. The purpose of this 
was to help promote some of the herit-
age of the industries of iron, steel, coal 
and transportation that were an impor-

tant part of Pennsylvania’s history and 
our Nation’s history. Thus, designation 
as one of these national historic areas. 

It has had an impact that goes far be-
yond the money that has been invested 
in it, and, that is, a construction boom 
has come out of this. Also, it has 
spawned other projects such as dealing 
with acid mine drainage remediation 
projects, river conservation projects, 
county heritage plans, the creation of 
growth of trail development groups. 
More than 65 local preservation, con-
servation, and community organiza-
tions have significantly expanded their 
missions in recognition of their role in 
developing a heritage resource for the 
region. All in all it has helped leverage 
some $90 million of grants from other 
sources to help promote these pro-
grams with this. 

We recognize that as we look at these 
projects around the Nation, those of us 
who are in Pennsylvania may under-
stand best those projects in Pennsyl-
vania as those in some of these other 
areas. Mississippi, I may not know as 
much about those or the ones in Vir-
ginia or Arizona or Georgia, wherever 
these other projects are. But this is im-
portant to Pennsylvanians and it’s im-
portant to our Nation, to a large extent 
because Pennsylvania and the region 
was the area that built the world lit-
erally with steel, with our coal. We are 
a State that has lost manufacturing 
jobs. In fact, tourism and agriculture 
are our two highest sources of income 
in Pennsylvania, and it is important 
that we understand that tourism is a 
source of jobs in Pennsylvania like 
many other States. It draws visitors in 
not only from our Nation but from 
around the world and it is worthy of 
working on ways to continue these jobs 
with some growth. 

The vast majority of funding for 
these programs has come from other 
sources. But what it has done, also, is 
help preserve some of that heritage. 
Understanding the history of our Na-
tion is important to understanding the 
future of our Nation. Thus, we need to 
learn the lessons from history to fund 
these things to understand how it is 
important and how to promote this. 

This is not just something for my 
district, but it is important to several 
districts; and it is important to our Na-
tion and the start-up tourism-related 
businesses that are otherwise unable to 
secure loans from other programs. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania. I 
yield to the gentleman from Wash-
ington. 

Mr. DICKS. I want to commend the 
gentleman for his very thorough and 
comprehensive statement, and I want 
to join him in support of this project. 

As the gentleman said, this project 
was authorized, signed by President 
Reagan, a very conservative President. 
This is historic activity that has been 
very productive. And so I urge that the 
project be supported and that the 
amendment by the gentleman from Ar-
izona be defeated. 
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Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 

Reclaiming my time, I would like to 
add a couple of other things that relate 
to some Federal overlap with this par-
ticular project. This whole area of the 
heritage preservation group for south-
western Pennsylvania also overlaps 
with 218 nationally registered prop-
erties, 16 national historic landmarks, 
two national park units and one other 
national landmark all recognized by 
the Federal Government as a way of 
linking these things together. It is a 
way of helping to promote these things 
for jobs and for understanding the her-
itage of our Nation. 

Someone once said that those who 
fail to learn the lessons of history are 
doomed to repeat them. Indeed, where 
we stand now with an importance of 
understanding what our economic her-
itage was, our industrial and manufac-
turing heritage, are important to the 
people of southwestern Pennsylvania 
and are important to the people of the 
Nation. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to vote ‘‘no’’ on this so that we can 
preserve that heritage. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. FLAKE. How much time is re-
maining? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman has 11⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. FLAKE. I thank the chairman. 
If the gentleman will indulge me, I 

am still confused, maybe even further 
now. Looking at the list, it says here, 
Southwestern Pennsylvania Heritage 
Preservation Commission, $1.2 million, 
and the sponsor is Mr. MURTHA of 
Pennsylvania. Who is the sponsor? 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. MURTHA of Pennsyl-
vania. But as was mentioned by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, there 
are four congressional districts in-
volved in this. I don’t know if people 
from the other districts, I guess they 
didn’t request it or else it would be 
listed because we’ve tried to list it 
where there were multiple names in-
volved. 

Mr. MURTHA is a former member of 
this subcommittee and this project has 
been funded for many years. When your 
party was in the majority, there were a 
number of years in which this project 
was funded. The previous chairman, 
Mr. TAYLOR, and others have been sup-
portive of this project. 

Mr. FLAKE. Thank you. 
Reclaiming my time, I don’t doubt 

that it was funded in the previous Con-
gress. The question is with economic 
development. It is said that this helps 
promote tourism. It helps development. 
No doubt. You cannot spend money 
without creating economic activity by 
its very nature. But if we take eco-
nomic development as the criteria, 
what project anywhere in the country 
is not worthy of that? And why is this 
project and all of these entities cre-
ated, and I quote again from their own 
Web site. The commission Web site 
says: ‘‘This organization created orga-
nizations, corporations, alliances, con-

federations, authorities, commissions, 
councils, new businesses,’’ many of 
which are also eligible for earmark 
funding. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gentle-
man’s time has expired. 

Mr. DICKS. I move to strike the req-
uisite number of words. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DICKS. I’ll be very brief. 
The point I would make is that we 

only funded one out of 10 requests. So 
there was a lot of judgment made by 
both sides of the aisle working to-
gether to pick those projects that had 
a history, that were authorized in 
many cases. So I think there was a 
very careful vetting of this process. 
There are a lot of Members who are 
mad at me because they didn’t get 
their project. This one met the test and 
was funded. 

I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-

ance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-

tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
FLAKE). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. STUPAK 
Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Chairman, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. STUPAK: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
TITLE VI—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 

PROVISIONS 
SEC. 601. None of the funds made available 

in this Act for the Division of Criminal In-
vestigation of the Environmental Protection 
Agency may be used in contravention of the 
criminal investigator requirements of the 
Pollution Prevention Act of 1990 (P.L. 101– 
593). 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 26, 2007, the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. STUPAK) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. STUPAK. I thank the Chairman. 
Mr. Chairman, my amendment would 

require the Environmental Protection 
Agency to hire the appropriate number 
and amount of criminal investigators 
as required by law. EPA’s criminal in-
vestigators play a critical role in pro-
tecting public health and the environ-
ment from the most serious offenders. 
That is why the Pollution Prosecution 
Act of 1990 (P.L. 101–593) specifically re-
quires that not less than 200 special 

agents be assigned to environmental 
criminal enforcement. This require-
ment helps ensure that EPA has the 
number of investigators and adequate 
resources necessary to enforce the 
criminal provisions of our environ-
mental law. 

EPA’s criminal investigation divi-
sion, CID, is currently at less than 200 
special agents. Already understaffed, 
seven agents from CID are permanently 
assigned to the EPA’s administrator’s 
personal security and do not conduct 
any investigation work. Additional 
agents are assigned to provide security 
when the administrator travels outside 
Washington, DC, requiring them to 
abandon any investigation work during 
that period. 

The assignment of the EPA’s crimi-
nal investigators to provide personal 
security to the EPA administrator di-
verts resources from the investigation 
of environmental crimes. While I un-
derstand the desire to protect a mem-
ber of the President’s Cabinet, criminal 
investigators at EPA are doing so at 
the cost of protecting public health. 
Because of the additional strain that 
using CID criminal investigator agents 
for security has on EPA’s ability to in-
vestigate criminal violations, it is ex-
tremely important that CID be prop-
erly staffed. 

The underlying bill, the bill before us 
today, provides an increase of $11.8 mil-
lion for enforcement compared to fiscal 
year ’07. The EPA should have no dif-
ficulty in meeting the requirement of 
200 criminal investigative agents, 
which is the standard that was set in 
1990. My amendment would not reduce 
the security provided by the EPA ad-
ministrator. It would only make cer-
tain that the EPA uses this funding 
provided in the bill to meet their re-
quirements under the Pollution Pros-
ecution Act and their responsibility to 
the American people. 

I want to thank Chairman DICKS for 
consideration of this amendment along 
with Ranking Member TIAHRT. I urge 
Members to vote ‘‘yes’’ on my amend-
ment. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. STUPAK. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Washington. 

Mr. DICKS. I thank the gentleman 
for his amendment. The gentleman has 
discussed this amendment with all of 
us. The bill includes an increase of $11.8 
million, as you have mentioned, above 
the President’s request for EPA en-
forcement. That is enough money to 
bring the EPA’s enforcement level 
back to levels that we saw earlier in 
this decade. The majority has no objec-
tion and accepts the amendment. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. STUPAK. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Kansas. 

Mr. TIAHRT. I think the gentleman 
from Michigan has done his research 
and prepared this well. I think this is a 
part of the EPA that needs attention 
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and needs a little reinforcement. I con-
gratulate him on his amendment and I 
have no objection to it. 

Mr. STUPAK. I thank Mr. TIAHRT 
and Mr. DICKS for their words. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
STUPAK). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 22 OFFERED BY MR. JORDAN OF 

OHIO 
Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 

I have an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 22 offered by Mr. JORDAN 

of Ohio: 
Page 111, after line 17, insert the following: 

TITLE VI—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 
PROVISIONS 

SEC. 601. Each amount appropriated or oth-
erwise made available by this Act that is not 
required to be appropriated or otherwise 
made available by a provision of law is re-
duced by 4.3 percent. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 26, 2007, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. JORDAN) and the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. DICKS) each will con-
trol 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. I thank the 
Chair and the Members who are present 
here. 

This is the fourth time I’ve offered 
this amendment to an appropriations 
bill. I don’t do it to be a pain in the 
neck. In fact, I appreciate the work of 
the chairman, I appreciate the work of 
the ranking member, and I appreciate 
the work of the committee and staff. I 
know they look at these line items, 
look at these programs, go through and 
do the hard work that all committees 
do. I appreciate all that work. I simply 
bring the amendment forward because I 
believe government is too big and that 
government spends too much. 

This amendment doesn’t cut spend-
ing. This amendment, like the previous 
ones I have offered, simply says we’re 
going to hold the line. We’re going to 
spend the same amount we spent in the 
last fiscal year. Nothing more than 
that. That’s all the amendment does. It 
allows the committee who understands 
these programs, who does the work and 
puts this bill together, to go back and 
look and figure out where those cuts 
should happen using their expertise 
that they’ve developed in this com-
mittee to do that. It simply says, it’s 
not too much to ask government to do 
what millions of families have to do 
across this country, live on last year’s 
spending levels, live on last year’s 
budget. 

It is important we do this, in my 
judgment, for two reasons. Again I 
have articulated these each time I’ve 
brought this amendment forward for 

the body to consider. The first is there 
are financial problems, financial con-
cerns, some would even say crisis loom-
ing for America if we don’t get a han-
dle on the spending. $3 trillion budget. 
This bill increases spending by over a 
billion dollars in this one area. The 
more we run up deficits, the more that 
leads to debt, the more that leads to 
less saving, the more that leads to less 
economic growth, the tougher it makes 
it in the future to deal with the eco-
nomic crisis that is in fact coming. 

Again, you don’t have to take my 
word for it. All kinds of experts have 
talked about this, whether it’s entitle-
ment programs, discretionary spend-
ing, it’s government spending and 
there are problems looming if we don’t 
begin to get a handle on the spending 
levels that we appropriate. There is no 
better place to start than right now, 
saying, let’s just do what we did last 
year. Let’s just hold the line on spend-
ing. 

The second reason that this is so im-
portant: whenever you start to spend 
and spend and spend and have these 
kinds of things take place, it inevi-
tably leads to greater taxes. I’ve often 
heard the phrase tax-and-spend politi-
cians. It’s actually more appropriate to 
say spend and tax. Spending drives the 
equation. The more you spend, that 
leads to taxes in the future. If you 
went out and asked the American peo-
ple, Mr. Chairman, is government too 
big or too small, my guess is the vast 
majority of Americans would say it’s 
too big. 

Think about this: government spends 
on average $23,000 per household. We’ve 
got a $3 trillion annual budget that we 
spend on. Many of those things are ap-
propriate, but overall if you ask the 
American people is government too big 
or too small, they would say it’s too 
big. If you asked them the same ques-
tion, are Americans overtaxed or 
undertaxed, my guess is the vast ma-
jority of Americans would say we’re 
overtaxed. In fact, a typical family, 50 
cents of every dollar they spend goes to 
some level of government in the form 
of taxes. It’s not too much to ask gov-
ernment to hold the line on spending, 
to live on what we did last year, to live 
on the same amount. 
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That’s what this amendment does. I 
bring it forward, not to be a pain to the 
committee, I appreciate their work, 
but simply to point out it’s time we get 
a handle on spending if we are going to 
be able to let or help America have the 
economic growth that we need to see 
happen in this country in the future. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Washington State is rec-
ognized for up to 20 minutes. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself as much time as I might con-
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 
this amendment. 

Am going to be brief here. This would 
be a devastating cut on this bill. I want 
to say something to the gentleman. 
These bills do have consequences. 

Over the last 7 years, since this ad-
ministration took power, the Interior 
Department’s budget has been cut in 
real terms by 16 percent. The EPA’s 
budget has been cut in real terms by 29 
percent, and the Forest Service budget 
has been cut in real terms, taking fire 
out, by 35 percent. This is one of the 
few bills that has been devastated by 
this administration, and it’s a regret-
table fact. 

All our bill does is stop this down-
ward trend in our national parks, our 
downward trend in our national wild-
life refuges, and our downward trend in 
enforcement and clean water and clean 
air in the environmental protection 
area, and the reduction in personnel, 
not covering fixed costs until Mr. 
Kempthorne came in, and he is only 
covering the fixed costs for the Interior 
Department. This is a devastating cut 
that would reverse all the good work in 
this bill. 

I just think it’s totally irresponsible, 
and I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on this. We need 
the money for the firefighters, there is 
a huge fire out there in Lake Tahoe 
right now. We need to get this bill 
passed. 

This kind of across-the-board meat- 
ax approach will not be successful, I 
predict. I just tell the gentleman that 
his amendment goes way too far and 
would have devastating consequences. 
It would undermine the President’s 
Centennial Challenge that Mr. Kemp-
thorne has worked so hard to create. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time and urge a ‘‘no’’ vote 
on the gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
before recognizing the gentlelady from 
Tennessee, I would just point out this, 
we always hear this, devastating cut. 
This not a cut. This is simply saying 
we are going to spend what we spent 
last year. 

In fact, last week we had this big de-
bate on the legislative branch bill and 
on other appropriations bills, and the 
majority party was pointing to the 
President’s request. What we spent last 
year is actually more than what the 
President requested in this budget. 

Devastating cut, I mean, we always 
hear, it’s interesting, politicians who 
spend the tax dollars of families and in-
dividual taxpayers across this country, 
always say the sky is going to fall if we 
can’t get more of your money and 
spend it on things we think are impor-
tant. 

All we’re saying is you know what, 
it’s not too much to ask that govern-
ment do what families do all the time, 
and that is spend on last year’s level. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentlelady from Tennessee (Mrs. 
BLACKBURN). 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. I thank Mr. JOR-
DAN for the good work that he is doing 
right here. He is exactly right in the 
amendment that he is bringing for-
ward, hold constant, hold it level. 
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Mr. Chairman, we hear this from our 

constituents every single day. We all 
know that the American people are 
certainly frustrated with the way they 
see Washington spend money, and the 
amount of money that they spend. 

What our amendments are doing is 
just to say, just pare it down a little 
bit. Let’s require the bureaucracy to 
institute some efficiencies. Let’s re-
quire them to get their House in order. 

Now, quite frankly, I don’t think it’s 
a bad thing. I think that it is a very 
positive step to look forward and say 
let’s hold the bureaucracy accountable. 
Should they be able to move forward 
and not put best practices in place? 
Should they be able to just every year 
get an increase when we have men and 
women who go to work every single 
day? They may work for a period of 2 
or 3 or 4 years and not see an increase 
in their salary. 

We may have families that look at 
their budget and say that they are not 
seeing an increase. To say, you know, 
to not increase spending puts us on a 
downward trend. 

I truly take exception with that. It is 
our constituents who are saying you 
need to start putting some account-
ability measures in place, you need to 
reduce what this Federal Government 
is going to spend because they tax too 
much and certainly, in order to pay for 
all of this increase in spending, and 
this is an increase, it exceeds the Presi-
dent’s request by $1.9 billion, which is 
a 7.6 percent increase. In order to pay 
for this, they are willing to push for-
ward the single largest tax increase in 
history because they spend too much 
money. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
may I inquire, the majority party has 
yielded all their time back? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Yes, the 
other side has yielded back. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 3 minutes to the gentlelady 
from North Carolina (Ms. FOXX). 

Ms. FOXX. I thank the gentleman for 
yielding time to me. 

I haven’t been on the floor to hear 
much of the debate on this bill, but a 
couple of things have caught my atten-
tion. One is that the chairman said we 
don’t want across-the-board cuts. 

Well, as I understand, they don’t 
want cuts to individual programs or 
specific programs either, so I guess 
that means we don’t want cuts, period. 
I remember hearing the debate on this 
floor about raising the minimum wage, 
and that has resonated in my memory 
in relationship to the debate on not 
making any cuts for this bill also. 

There were raving comments made 
about how people who were living on 
the minimum wage hadn’t received an 
increase for years and years and years, 
and yet Members of Congress had re-
ceived pay raises. 

Well, it seems to me that if we’re 
concerned about people who are getting 
minimum wage, we definitely should be 
concerned about increasing spending 
for this bill or any other government 

program, for that matter. We are rais-
ing spending by billions of dollars, and 
where is that money coming from? 
That money is coming from the very 
people that were supposed to be helping 
those people making the minimum 
wage. 

In just 6 months, the new Democrat 
majority has passed or paved the way 
for $103.4 billion in increased spending. 

Now, what that means is, again, that 
we are taking that money away from 
the American citizens. By doing that, 
they have raised the national debt 
limit by $850 billion, which they said 
they would never do, or $2,812 for every 
single man, woman and child alive in 
the United States today, the second 
largest increase in the national debt in 
American history, and the largest sin-
gle tax increase in American history 
they have passed. 

So we don’t need to be doing this. We 
need to be helping average working 
Americans, by letting them keep more 
of the money. The government doesn’t 
know how to spend your money better 
than you know how to spend it. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
may I inquire of the time remaining on 
the Republican side? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman has 101⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. I yield as much 
time he may consume to the distin-
guished chairman of the Republican 
Study Committee, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. HENSARLING). 

Mr. HENSARLING. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. I want to thank 
him for his leadership. He is one of the 
outstanding freshmen Members that we 
have on this side of the aisle. His lead-
ership in helping protect the family 
budget from the Federal budget is 
noted. It is noted in this body, and cer-
tainly noted in his district and increas-
ingly being noted nationwide. So I 
thank him for his leadership in bring-
ing this amendment to the floor. 

Mr. Chairman, I think this is a very, 
very important amendment, and I lis-
tened carefully to chairman of the 
committee and his words. I think 
again, as I said yesterday on this House 
floor, that much good work has been 
done on this legislation. 

But I do take exception when he uses 
the term that this amendment 
amounts to a devastating cut. Again, 
people are entitled to their own opin-
ions, but they are not entitled to their 
own facts. This amendment simply 
says this appropriations bill will be 
funded at last year’s level. 

Now, last I looked at Webster’s, and 
looked up the definition of cut, it 
means to reduce an amount. We are 
simply asking, in extraordinary times, 
that government somehow not increase 
its budget. We are not talking about a 
decrease here. We are simply saying 
try to live on the same budget that you 
lived on last year. 

Now, I do believe there is a place 
where the phrase ‘‘devastating cut’’ is 
applicable. 

As the gentleman from Ohio aptly 
pointed out, more spending fueled more 

taxes. Again, that is a very simple 
nexus, but more spending will fuel 
more taxes. It’s one of the reasons that 
we have seen within the Democrat 
budget the single largest tax increase 
in American history. 

Now, that tax increase, when fully 
implemented over 5 years, is going to 
amount to roughly $3,000 for every 
American family. That is a devastating 
cut. That is a devastating cut to the 
family budget. 

I hear from these families. I hear 
from families in my district, the Fifth 
District of Texas, that I have the honor 
and pleasure of representing. I hear 
from people like Bruce in Garland who 
writes, ‘‘Congressman, in my par-
ticular case, additional taxes would cut 
into the finances I used to pay for my 
son’s college education. I really believe 
that given more money, Congress will 
simply spend more money. That is not 
the answer.’’ 

I hear from Joy in Dallas, ‘‘Congress-
man, I could not pay for a semester of 
college for my daughter if I had to send 
$2,200 more to the government.’’ 

I hear from Linda, also, in the City of 
Garland that I represent, ‘‘If we had to 
pay an additional $2,200 each year, it 
would make us have to decide between 
food or medicine.’’ 

The list goes on and on and on. That 
is a devastating cut, the largest tax in-
crease in American history fueled by 
more spending, some of which is con-
tained in this bill, those are dev-
astating cuts. Those are devastating 
cuts to hard-working American fami-
lies. It’s cutting their education pro-
gram, it’s cutting their health care 
program, it’s cutting their American 
dream. 

I certainly commend the chairman. 
Relative to some of these bills, this is 
a more reasonable approach. 

But when we look at the largest tax 
increase in history, when we look at 
the looming entitlement crisis, and I 
was very grateful to hear the chairman 
acknowledge its existence in debate 
yesterday, but given all of those facts, 
can’t we somehow raise the bar on how 
much we are going to spend on this 
Federal legislation and protect the 
family budget from the onslaught of 
the Federal budget? 

There are two paths we can go down. 
One path leads us to an extra $3,000 of 
tax increases on the American family. 

The other path tells the Federal 
budget, live with as much as you have 
lived with last year, and we will pro-
tect the American family from dev-
astating cuts in their budget. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 1 minute to the Republican 
leader, the distinguished gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER). 

Mr. BOEHNER. Let me thank my 
colleague from Ohio for yielding, and 
let me thank him for bringing this 
amendment to the floor. 

All this amendment says is that we 
are going to reduce the level of spend-
ing in this bill to last year’s level. It’s 
overdoing. We are not whacking away 
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at everything, and I think that the 
gentleman has a very good point. I do 
that because excessive spending makes 
it more difficult for us to balance the 
Federal budget. 

b 1215 

It takes money away from our chil-
dren and our grandchildren. An across- 
the-board cut is another way of being 
fair and simple, but it gets us back to 
last year’s level. 

Now, the spending in these appropria-
tions bills is one issue. But let’s make 
sure we review the bidding on what’s 
happened here thus far this year. In 
February, when the supplemental 
spending bill came through, the CR to 
fund the government for this year 
came through here, it had $6 billion of 
spending over and above the Presi-
dent’s level. 

And then we had the budget come 
through with an additional $20 billion 
worth of domestic discretionary spend-
ing included in it. 

And then just last month we had the 
supplemental spending bill for Iraq and 
Katrina that had an additional $17 bil-
lion over and above what the President 
has asked for. 

If you look at all of that, $1.1 billion 
in the Energy and Water Appropria-
tions Bill that’s already passed, an-
other $1.9 billion in this bill, you begin 
to add all this up, and it’s real money. 
And at some point, somebody has to 
pay for it. And that’s the real crux of 
the issue here. 

Most of us came here to make sure 
that we had a government that was af-
fordable, so that we could keep the 
American Dream alive for our kids and 
theirs. And the more that we spend and 
the more that we mortgage their fu-
ture, the harder it is for them to have 
the same chances in life that many of 
us have had. 

And if the spending that we’ve talked 
about isn’t bad enough, if you look at 
the budget that my friends across the 
aisle passed last spring, there’s no enti-
tlement reform. My colleague, the 
chairman of the Appropriations Com-
mittee, Mr. OBEY, will soon rise and 
talk about the $4 billion or $4 trillion 
worth of debt that’s accumulated over 
the last 6 years. 

We know that we have to deal with 
entitlements. I’m trying to help you 
give your speech, Mr. OBEY. We have to 
deal with entitlements. Over the course 
of the 12 years that Republicans ran 
the House, we dealt with entitlements 
some three times, not as often as we 
should have, not as aggressively as we 
should have. 

But we have made promises to our-
selves, those of us who are baby 
boomers, promises that our kids and 
our grandkids can’t afford. And at 
some point we, as responsible stewards 
of our government, need to grab a hold 
of these entitlements and begin to 
change them. 

Several years ago we made a modest 
effort, some $40 billion in entitlement 
reductions over 5 years, a step in the 

right direction. But to bring a budget 
out here that says we’re not going to 
deal with entitlements for the next 5 
years, I think, is totally irresponsible. 
And so if we’re serious about making 
sure that our kids and their kids have 
a real chance at the American Dream, 
we’ve got to say no. 

The American people sent us here to 
make decisions about how to best 
spend their money. And if we just keep 
adding more money, guess what? We 
never have to make a decision. That’s 
not what the American people expect 
of us. They expect of us to have a gov-
ernment that’s affordable, that’s ac-
countable, and something that they 
can afford in their family budget. 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, Members 
of this House have often heard me refer 
to my old friend, Archie the Cock-
roach, who is the philosopher I rely 
upon. And one of the things Archie said 
once is that ‘‘an old stomach reforms 
more whiskey drinkers than does a new 
resolve.’’ And I think we have a perfect 
example of that in this case. 

We have seen the minority party, for 
the past 6 years, zealously and delight-
edly borrow over $1.2 trillion to pay for 
tax cuts on the cuff. We’ve seen them 
support this year providing $57 billion 
in tax cuts for people who make a mil-
lion bucks or more a year. We’ve seen 
them blindly and blithely support a 
misguided war, 600 billion bucks, all 
borrowed. And now, coming in from a 
3-day or 6-year jag, all of a sudden peo-
ple are sobering up. So they’re saying, 
‘‘Good gravy, look at the record we’ve 
built.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, they have destroyed 
their credibility with their own con-
servative base with their profligate 
borrowing to pay for their pet projects. 
And then they say, ‘‘Well, how can we 
cover up that and cover our tracks and 
pretend that we are taking up the old 
time religion again of fiscal responsi-
bility? 

And so what they do is they say, 
‘‘Well why don’t we attack the appro-
priations bills and try to create the im-
pression that they are runaway spend-
ing.’’ 

Well, let me give you some facts. By 
the time this House finishes passing 
each of the appropriation bills that 
we’re bringing to the floor, this House 
will have cut over 250 programs, saving 
almost $6 billion. 

I would also point out that if you 
take a look at the President’s budget, 
if you take a look at the domestic ap-
propriation bills which he’s rec-
ommended under his budget, you would 
see these domestic appropriations 
shrink from 39 percent of the budget to 
36 percent. Under the bills that we’re 
bringing to the floor, they will still 
shrink from 39 percent to 38 percent. 

Bob Greenstein, who is probably the 
most objective budget analyst in this 
town, respected former OMB official, 

points out that these domestic appro-
priations bills, when adjusted for infla-
tion, represent a 1.4 percent increase. I 
invite you to compare that to the 8, 9, 
10 percent increases that we have in 
the war budgets which the President 
has asked us to pass. 

This bill commits the cardinal sin of 
trying to restore two-thirds of the cuts 
that have taken place since fiscal year 
2001 in crucial programs that defend 
the cleanliness of our air, that defend 
the cleanliness of our water, that pro-
tect the public health and protect the 
publicly owned natural resources of 
this country. 

And they try to divert attention from 
their miserable record of fiscal irre-
sponsibility the last 6 years by sug-
gesting that somehow these actions 
have anything to do with the deficits 
that they’ve presented the country, 
turning a surplus when Bill Clinton left 
office into the largest deficits in the 
history of man. 

Now, you know, I generally prefer to 
read nonfiction. But I am so used to 
hearing fiction on this House floor that 
I guess the next time I want to read a 
fiction novel I’m not going to go to The 
Washington Post Book Review or the 
New York Book Review. I’m simply 
going to ask my friends on the other 
side of the aisle, ‘‘What’s the best piece 
of fiction that you’ve been reading and 
been peddling this week, because I sure 
would like to take some lessons from 
you when it comes to peddling fiction.’’ 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gentle-
man’s time has expired. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
can I inquire the amount of time we 
have left. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman has 41⁄2 minutes. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Before yielding 
to the gentleman from Georgia, I would 
just point out, I love the majority par-
ty’s logic: because the Republicans 
spent too much, we’re going to spend 
more. How does that help the American 
family? It just makes no sense to me. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to 
the distinguished gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. WESTMORELAND). 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Chair-
man, I just heard some great news 
down here. We have cut 250 programs. 
I’m excited because, you know, I used 
to be in the construction business, and 
one time we had a superintendent that 
was not getting his job done, not per-
forming, not getting the houses built 
on time. And the gentleman we worked 
for went in one day and he said, Jerry, 
I want you to go out there and I want 
you to fire somebody. And Jerry said, 
Who do you want me to fire? And he 
said, I don’t care. Just fire somebody 
so they will know who’s in charge. 

We need to fire somebody. We need to 
cut something somewhere. And I am 
excited to hear that we have cut 250 
programs at a savings to the taxpayers 
of $6 billion because, what that means 
to the taxpayers, Mr. Chairman, is that 
now we’ve only spent $80 billion more 
than we did in 2007. So we took the 
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first step in a long, long journey to get 
down to where we get back to the level 
of 2007. 

I hope that the chairman, Mr. Chair-
man, of appropriations, the full Appro-
priations Committee, will supply every 
Member in this body a list of the 250 
programs that have been cut, because I 
want to see that. I want to be able to 
take that back home to my constitu-
ents and say, You know what? We are 
cutting the size of government. And 
here are the 250 programs that we’ve 
cut. 

Now, what I would also like for him 
to bring me when he brings me the 250 
programs that we have cut, I hope that 
he will bring me a list of the other pro-
grams in the other expansion of gov-
ernment that we have done to spend 
another $80 billion. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a lot of people 
may not understand how much a bil-
lion dollars is. If you spent a dollar a 
day, no, if you spent a dollar a second, 
a dollar a second, it would take you 
311⁄2 years to spend a billion dollars; 
311⁄2 years to spend a billion dollars if 
you spent a dollar a second. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope the people of 
America know that we have spent $80 
billion more than we did last year. 
That scares me. That scares me not 
only for me. It scares me for my chil-
dren. It scares me for my grand-
children. And it scares me for my great 
grandchildren. 

And so I hope that somewhere we’ll 
fire somebody, just one person, one cut 
that we can make and let the people of 
America see it. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield the remainder of our time to the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. PRICE). 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Georgia is recognized for 
11⁄2 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I thank the gentleman from Ohio for 
his leadership on this issue and for 
bringing important distinctions to the 
floor. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to ask a ques-
tion, though, of the body, and it’s curi-
ous what’s going on here. The chair-
man of the subcommittee yielded back 
his time, didn’t even want to engage. 

Can you hear it, Mr. Chairman? 
That’s silence. That’s silence on the 
part of the majority party because 
they aren’t even interested in defend-
ing the spending that is in their bill. 

Before I came to Congress, I was a 
physician. I knew that I needed to lis-
ten to patients in order to make the 
right diagnosis. 

Well, the right diagnosis, Mr. Chair-
man, here, is that Washington doesn’t 
have a revenue problem; it’s got a 
spending problem. And the ways that 
the Democrats are moving forward 
with their spending spree of 2007 are 
very frightening, as the gentleman be-
fore me spoke. 

There are a couple of ways to pay for 
it. One, you can charge it. And so 
they’ve increased the debt ceiling. 
They’ve increased the debt ceiling to 

over $9 trillion for the first time ever 
in the history of this Nation. 

The other way you can pay for it is 
to tax folks. Mandatory withholding, 
tax increases. And already we’ve seen 
the largest tax increase in the history 
of our Nation adopted by this majority 
party. 

Mr. Chairman, if that were my 
record, I wouldn’t want to talk about it 
either. I wouldn’t want to talk about it 
either. 

So I want to commend my friend 
from Ohio who is standing tall for fis-
cal responsibility. It’s clear that 
there’s a distinction between the ma-
jority party and the minority party. 
And the minority party says, the Re-
publicans say, we believe in fiscal re-
sponsibility. We believe that we can 
hold the line on spending to holding it 
to where it was last year. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the requisite number of words. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Washington is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DICKS. And I will say to the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. WESTMORE-
LAND) we are, I have already explained, 
Mr. OBEY’s already explained why this 
amendment is not going to be passed 
by the House today, because it’s too 
big a cut. And I would just say, again, 
and I want to say this to every Mem-
ber: This administration has cut the 
Interior Department budget over the 
last 6 to 7 years by 16 percent. 
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It has cut EPA by 29 percent. It has 
cut the Forest Service by 35 percent. It 
is devastating these agencies, and this 
amendment would add to that devasta-
tion. 

What we are doing is adding 4.3 per-
cent to try to turn the corner, to try to 
bring these agencies back. And we are 
not laying back here. We are just wait-
ing to move on to more important busi-
ness. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to my col-
league on the committee, a distin-
guished member from Massachusetts 
(Mr. OLVER). 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

The gentleman from Ohio has offered 
an amendment which is a 4.3 percent 
across-the-board cut, across all of the 
agencies here in this bill. And that is 
about the final desperate or thought-
less way of balancing a budget or of ap-
proaching the process of budgeting. 
After all, the amendments that we 
have been debating for the last day 
have been defeated, to throw up your 
hands, but I suppose that is really 
progress. At least it is better than try-
ing to reduce the budget down to the 
level of the President’s request in the 
first place, which was hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars even below what the 
last year’s budget was. 

But I think you need to look at the 
core programs. The core programs here 
are the Department of the Interior, the 
Environmental Protection Agency, the 

Forest Service. Those are the major 
programs in this budget. The budget 
for 2007 was a very small increase but 
not as much as an increase up to the 
inflationary amount from the previous 
year’s budget, the 2006 budget. So we 
would have had at least 3 years of 
budgeting below the inflationary level. 

The gentleman’s amendment would 
force all those agencies that cover 
Park Service and Fish and Wildlife 
Service, which are the places where our 
Park Service and Fish and Wildlife 
Service serve most of the public, the 
millions of people of this country who 
use those facilities, and it would force 
them to eat the inflation of that, as of 
now, over a 2-year period, 2006, 2007, 
and 2008. 

What really is happening is that we 
are having to try to cover for the enor-
mous reductions in the budget from fis-
cal 2004 to 2005 and from fiscal 2005 to 
2006. That is where the major budget 
cuts have occurred over the last sev-
eral years. And this budget only par-
tially, partially, replaces for that enor-
mous cut that occurred in those 2 
years, way below inflation, serious, 
real cuts in dollars way below infla-
tion. 

Now, I just want to look at a couple 
of other things not just 3 or 4 years 
back but a little bit farther. When 
President Carter left office, the debt of 
this country was $1 trillion. Twelve 
years later, after the presidencies of 
Ronald Reagan and George Bush, the 
debt of the country was $4.3 trillion, 
$3.3 trillion more. When President Clin-
ton left office 8 years later, it was $1.2 
trillion above that. 

Now, in only 6 years, with you folks 
on the other side having been in the 
majority throughout those 6 years, the 
debt is now up to $8.8 trillion, another 
$3.5 trillion. Think of it. Under 8 years 
of President Clinton, the total debt in-
crease was $1.2 trillion, about one-third 
of the debt increase in just 6 years 
under the present President and all of 
that coming under your leadership. 
The debt increased to that time is all 
under your majority’s leadership. 

So I just want to say in the final 
analysis when you take into account 
inflation, with this bill, the Depart-
ment of Interior would still be 11 per-
cent below what the budget was in 2001, 
when President Bush took office. For 
the EPA, it would be 16 percent, still 
below the 2001 budget. And for the For-
est Service, it would still be 19 percent 
below. Those key core programs would 
still be 19 percent below the budget in 
2001. 

I oppose this amendment and hope it 
will not be adopted. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 
Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 

I thank the gentleman for yielding. 
I just want to know which is it? We 

just heard from the distinguished 
chairman from Washington that Re-
publicans spent too much; so we are 
going to spend more. We heard about 
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the spending by the Republicans. And 
we just heard from the other gen-
tleman that we cut, cut, cut. I want to 
know which is it? 

All I know is this, what is in the bill, 
and in the bill it says this: The Com-
mission on Climate Change, $50 million 
of taxpayer money for this new Com-
mission. National Park Service, a $199 
million increase, 10.8 percent above 
last year. The National Endowment for 
the Arts, a 29 percent increase. We 
heard a debate about this yesterday, an 
agency that many Americans find of-
fensive using their tax dollars: $160 
million, a 29 percent increase. National 
Endowment for the Humanities, $19 
million, an increase of 13 percent. 

Which is it? Did we cut all the time 
or did we spend too much? I want to 
know which it is. 

What I do know is that in the bill, 
there are all kinds of excessive spend-
ing. That is why we just want to say 
hold the line, let’s keep it where it is 
right now. 

And I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. MCGOV-
ERN). The question is on the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. JORDAN). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio will be post-
poned. 

AMENDMENT NO. 29 OFFERED BY MR. PRICE OF 
GEORGIA 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 29 offered by Mr. PRICE of 
Georgia: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

TITLE VI—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 
PROVISIONS 

SEC. 601. Appropriations made in this Act 
are hereby reduced in the amount of 
$276,330,000. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 26, 2007, the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. PRICE) and a Member opposed 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I appreciate the opportunity to offer 
this amendment. This amendment is 
what became affectionately known as 
the Hefley amendment. Mr. Hefley was 
a former Member of the House and of-
fered a 1 percent decrease in the reduc-
tion of the increase on appropriations 
bills routinely. And he no longer serves 
with us; so many of us believe that it is 
an appropriate way to try to bring 
about some kind of fiscal restraint and 
fiscal responsibility here in the United 
States Congress. 

I think it is important to look at the 
big picture, and the big picture is that 
we always have to remind ourselves 
whose money this is. And there is a 
sense in this Chamber and in Wash-
ington that this money is the govern-
ment’s money, that the government 
somehow makes it and discovers it and 
that it ought to just spend it willy- 
nilly. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, as you know, 
this isn’t the government’s money; it is 
the people’s money. This money comes 
to Washington through the hard work 
of the American taxpayer. And it is im-
perative that we remember that be-
cause only when we remember that will 
we have that touchstone to make cer-
tain we spend it responsibly. 

What are the big numbers here that 
we are talking about in the Interior, 
Environment Appropriations bill? Last 
year, fiscal year 2007, this bill appro-
priated $26.4 billion. This year the pro-
posal is to spend $27.6 billion. That is 
an increase of $1.2 billion, an increase 
of 9.5 percent, an increase three times 
the rate of inflation. 

This amendment would decrease that 
increase by 1 percent. It would decrease 
that increase by $276 million. It would 
trim one penny out of every dollar 
spent in this appropriations bill. It is 
the kind of thing that American fami-
lies all across our Nation do when they 
find themselves in times when they are 
spending more than they are taking in, 
which is what the Federal Government 
is doing, spending more than we are 
taking in. 

This is a responsible amendment. It 
starts us down that road of being fis-
cally responsible. It tells the American 
people that we care about their budget 
and in caring about their budget, we 
will be responsible with the Federal 
budget. It will begin to restore some of 
that trust that the American people 
have lost in Washington’s ability to re-
strain spending. 

So I offer this amendment in good 
faith. I believe it is an appropriate way 
to begin the process of gaining back 
fiscal responsibility here in Wash-
ington. I encourage my colleagues to 
support the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the gentleman’s amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Washington is recognized 
for 20 minutes. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
may I inquire of my good friend from 
Washington if he has any speakers on 
this amendment? 

Mr. DICKS. Yes, we have speakers. 
How many speakers do you have? 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I have got 
more than my 20 minutes will be able 
to fill. 

Mr. DICKS. I am not going to yield 
you any time; so you might go ahead 
and start. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
the silence persists. The silence per-
sists on the majority side because they 

are loathe to defend the spending that 
is going on here in Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I find that particularly of-
fensive to the American people. This is 
not government’s money. It is the 
American taxpayers’ money. It is in-
cumbent upon the party that is pro-
posing to spend billions and billions of 
dollars to increase the debt ceiling in 
this Nation over $9 trillion for the first 
time, to ignore the entitlement spend-
ing, to ignore $50 trillion in liability. 
This is the majority party that is si-
lent, silent when it comes to this kind 
of spending. 

So I would urge my colleagues to re-
consider their desire not to defend 
their spending. 

Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to yield 
5 minutes to my good friend from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CAMPBELL), who is a leader 
on fiscal responsibility here in the 
House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank the gentleman from 
Georgia for yielding. 

As I listened to the arguments, what 
arguments that are presented, from the 
majority Democrats, I hear some 
things that don’t quite ring true. They 
talk a lot about their pay-as-you-go 
rules and that their great fiscal accom-
plishment of this Congress is that they 
are going to pay for spending as you 
go. Yet this bill increases spending by 
$1.2 billion, and it is not paid for. There 
is no $1.2 billion cut somewhere else. 
They are simply going to increase the 
deficit by $1.2 billion more because 
they have decided they want to spend 
it. 

They say that they are not raising 
taxes. But yet their budget increases 
spending every single year for 5 years 
and then miraculously says they are 
going to balance the budget. How do 
they do that? Because they did have in 
their budget the largest tax increase in 
American history. 

You just heard them recently just 
decry the former deficits. Oh, my gosh, 
Republicans drove up these deficits. 
And, in fact, we did. And we agree that 
that was not the right thing to do. So 
what is their response? Make the defi-
cits bigger. Take the spending that we 
had while we were in charge and in-
crease it by more. 
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And then they have one other thing 
they continue to do which is to call 
something like this bill a ‘‘cut.’’ You 
heard the gentleman from Washington 
on the last proposal say that it was a 
devastating cut, when in fact all this 
does, as the gentleman from Georgia 
pointed out, is take what’s already a 
4.5 percent increase and reduce it. 

Now, what I want to do is, since 
they’re having a hard time under-
standing this, I want to put this up 
graphically so that maybe they will 
understand better. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, here are 100 don-
keys. I figured that donkeys were 
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something that Democrats would be 
able to relate to. So we have 100 don-
keys here. Imagine that this is 100 don-
keys of spending. Here’s what this bill 
will do. There, Mr. Chairman, are 99 
donkeys; 100 donkeys here, 99 donkeys 
there. Probably having a hard time, I 
would imagine, Mr. Chairman, people 
in the gallery are probably having a 
hard time telling the difference. That’s 
because there isn’t much difference. 
That’s because it isn’t a big cut, it 
isn’t a big reduction. If you have a mil-
lion-dollar program, all we’re asking is 
for that program to get by on $90,000. If 
it’s $100 million, we’re asking them to 
get by on a mere $99 million. If it’s a 
billion-dollar program, do you think 
that some government agencies can 
squeak by on $990 million rather than a 
billion? 

But here’s the big point: It doesn’t 
look like a lot of difference in donkeys, 
but if we do that, if we spend the 99 in-
stead of 100 on every single government 
program, we save $30 billion. That is 
real money. And this is how you save 
it: a little bit at a time. Ask a million- 
dollar program to get by on $990,000, 
ask a billion-dollar program to get by 
on 1 percent less. And when you do that 
with every single program in govern-
ment, you save $30 billion a year. That, 
Mr. Chairman, is how we can get to a 
balanced budget without not only the 
largest tax increase in American his-
tory, without raising taxes on the 
hardworking people in America at all 
simply by asking government day by 
day, get by on 1 percent less. I think we 
can do it. I think we should vote for 
this amendment. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, again, the 
former ranking member of the Appro-
priations Committee, Mr. Conte, when 
he was here in the House of Represent-
atives, used to say that this is the 
‘‘meat-ax approach.’’ An across-the- 
board amendment doesn’t make any se-
lectivity between the national parks 
and other issues. It’s just an across- 
the-board cut. 

Again, I must say that the reason we 
object on this particular bill is because 
over the last 7 years the administra-
tion has cut the Interior Department 
by 16 percent in real terms. And the 
cut for EPA is 29 percent and that cuts 
the Clean Air Act and the Clean Water 
Act. I mean, it’s hard to believe that 
this administration wanted to cut the 
Clean Water Revolving Fund by $670 
million. How do you do that and go to 
bed at night and actually get sleep? I 
mean, it’s shocking to me, these cuts. 

The Forest Service funds all the pro-
grams for taking care of our multiple- 
use Forest Service land. More recre-
ation is provided by the Forest Service 
than actually the Park Service, and 
they cut that by 35 percent since 2001. 

This is a crisis. These agencies are 
headed down a devastating path, not 
having enough staff to do their work. 
The refuges didn’t have enough staff. 
The Park Service didn’t have enough 
staff. Every one of these agencies were 
losing people year after year because 

their fixed costs weren’t covered. So 
this was a crisis situation. 

I think everything we’ve done in this 
budget is totally responsible. And I re-
ject the idea of any across-the-board 
meat-ax approach, using the language 
of the former ranking member, Mr. 
Conte from Massachusetts. And I just 
hope that we can move on here and get 
to the rest of these amendments. 

There are a lot of people on the other 
side who told me they would like to go 
home on Friday morning, they would 
like to see us get done on Thursday 
night. So I don’t want anybody to 
think that we’re not in opposition to 
all these things. I just want them to 
know that we’re trying to work on a bi-
partisan basis to get the job of this 
committee done as quickly as possible. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from New York, a mem-
ber of the committee (Mr. ISRAEL). 

Mr. ISRAEL. I thank the distin-
guished chairman. 

I took note of the gentleman’s $30 
billion in donkeys. I would like to com-
mend to the gentleman’s attention $3 
trillion in elephants, which is $3 tril-
lion in debt that the other side built up 
while they were in control of this Con-
gress; $3 trillion elephants rampaging 
through the Federal Treasury, crush-
ing our future, strangling them with 
debt. 

Now, the other side has said that 
they want to cut and we want to spend. 
Absolutely not true. We’ve cut these 
programs. We’re being stewards with 
the people’s money. We have elimi-
nated over 200 programs in this project. 
The real issue is not cutting versus 
spending; it’s priorities. Mr. Chairman, 
the American people understand prior-
ities. 

The other side had no problem find-
ing the money to give Halliburton, in 
no-bid contracts, unlimited amounts of 
money to big corporations like Halli-
burton in no-bid contracts. What we’re 
saying is let’s instead invest that 
money in the Clean Air Act. 

The other side had no problem bull-
dozing to passage billions and billions 
of dollars in tax cuts for the richest oil 
company executives on the face of the 
planet who have made more profits 
than any company has ever made in 
the course of human history. What 
we’re saying is let’s prioritize dif-
ferently. Instead of using that money 
for tax cuts to oil company executives, 
let’s invest it in the Clean Water Act. 
Let’s invest it in the Environmental 
Protection Agency. 

So this isn’t just about cutting and 
spending. This is about priorities that 
the American people want us to pursue. 
The same choices that they make at 
their kitchen tables, in their living 
rooms, in their dining rooms, in their 
small businesses are the choices that 
we’re suggesting. Instead of the waste-
ful spending on the special interests, 
the pharmaceutical companies, the big 
oil companies, we’re saying let’s return 
some of that money in investments on 
clean air and clean water. 

Mr. DICKS. And I would just add, if 
the gentlemen are so confident of their 
position, why don’t we just have a vote 
on this and move along and get the 
committee’s work done. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I appreciate 
the attempt at defending the remark-
able increased spending on the part of 
the majority party. To describe this 
amendment as a devastating cut is cu-
rious. Only in Washington is a decrease 
in the increase a cut. 

It’s important that the American 
people appreciate that the proposal of 
the majority party is to spend in this 
bill $27.6 billion. This amendment, if 
enacted would provide for the spending 
of $27.4 billion, hardly, Mr. Chairman, a 
devastating cut. 

I would also ask my good friend from 
Washington to simply read the amend-
ment. It talks about an across-the- 
board cut. The amendment states that 
‘‘appropriations made by this Act are 
hereby reduced in the amount of $276 
million.’’ That’s not an across-the- 
board cut. That’s a 1 percent reduction 
in the total allocation in this bill. So it 
is disingenuous of my good friend to 
make those kinds of comments. 

I would also say that he says that we 
need to move quickly. I would say, Mr. 
Chairman, that any time we spend de-
fending the American taxpayer is time 
well spent. 

And then they talk about priorities. 
Mr. Chairman, the correct priority we 
have is defending the American tax-
payer. 

I am pleased to yield 1 minute to my 
good friend from Colorado (Mr. 
LAMBORN). 

Mr. LAMBORN. I thank the distin-
guished gentleman from Georgia for 
yielding 1 minute. 

The distinguished colleague who just 
spoke from New York made a good 
point about the deficit being too large. 
I agree with him 100 percent on that. 
But now is the chance to step up to the 
plate. Now is the chance we can do 
something about adding to the deficit. 

The bill in front of us goes $1.9 billion 
more than what the President has re-
quested and $1.2 billion more than last 
year’s amount. So we have a chance 
now to do something about building up 
the deficit. So if we’re sincere about 
being concerned about it, now is the 
chance to actually do something. 

A 1 percent cut allows the committee 
to do the work of prioritizing and mak-
ing sure that the money goes to the 
most critical programs and has the 
chance to reprioritize and take away 
some of the fat. And I would suggest 
that we do not need for the National 
Endowment of the Arts an increase of 
$35 million, or 29 percent; 29 percent 
more than last year. We have a lot of 
room to cut this bill. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
may I inquire as to the time remaining 
on each side. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman has 9 minutes remaining and 
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the gentleman from Washington has 15 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I am pleased to yield 2 minutes to my 
good friend and colleague from Georgia 
(Mr. GINGREY). 

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank my colleague for yielding. 

I was listening to my good friend and 
colleague from New York who just 
spoke about the debt that we built up 
under the Republican leadership; I 
think he mentioned the number $3 tril-
lion. And I don’t think that’s admi-
rable on our part. 

I want to say that I think most Mem-
bers know that I’m a big fan of country 
music and one of my favorite singers is 
Randy Travis, and one of my favorite 
songs is ‘‘Diggin Up Bones.’’ The Amer-
ican people don’t want us to be digging 
up bones and saying, well, you did this, 
or he hit me back first. I think what 
our colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle need to remember, the fact that 
we are now in the minority is not so 
much about the miscreant action of a 
couple of Members on our side who vio-
lated the public trust or the difficult 
slog in Iraq. That slog has been dif-
ficult. But more importantly, it’s this 
debt that has been built up, this fiscal 
irresponsibility. 

This Republican Study Committee, 
the majority of the minority, and I’m 
proud of my Members on this side of 
the aisle that said enough is enough, 
the American people want us to stop 
spending their money. 

I support this amendment, a 1 per-
cent cut across the board. It’s not spe-
cifically so much about this particular 
appropriations bill, but it’s about all of 
them. We have got to stop this non-
sense spending once and for all. This is 
the time to draw the line in the sand, 
just like our colleague from Colorado, 
the esteemed Representative Mr. 
Hefley, did every year, 1 percent 
across-the-board cut. I’m embarrassed 
that I didn’t vote for all those amend-
ments, but I strongly support my col-
league from Georgia in this amend-
ment. 

And as my other colleague from 
Georgia said, to spend just $1 billion, 
you could spend $1 a second for the 
next 31 years to get to this expenditure 
of $1 billion. 

Support the amendment. 
Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 

minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Massachusetts, a member 
of the subcommittee (Mr. OLVER). 

Mr. OLVER. I thank the gentleman 
from the subcommittee for yielding me 
the time. 

I’m interested by the amendment. 
Now, as the gentleman from Georgia 
has explained it, I, of course, had 
thought that without instruction the 
amendment would end up being an 
across-the-board amendment. But what 
in fact has happened here is that the 
gentleman’s amendment, without in-
struction, allows the executive to de-
cide exactly where those $276 million 
would be cut. 

Now, I would consider that a total 
abrogation of our responsibility for 
budgeting in article I of the Constitu-
tion, where we have taken an oath of 
office to the Constitution, and where 
our responsibility is to define where 
the budgeting for the country will go. 

So I think that’s, in fact, a far worse 
thing than it would be if it were a 
strictly across-the-board kind of budg-
et, senseless as though that would be. 

I often find it necessary to be a little 
bit repetitious. I just want to go back 
to something that I had pointed out, 
and that is, that at the end of the 
Carter administration, when President 
Carter left office in January of 1981, 
the debt of this country was $1 trillion. 
Twelve years later, after 8 years of 
President Reagan and four of President 
Bush, father, the debt of the country 
was $4.3 trillion, more than four times 
as large in 12 years, but $3.3 trillion in-
crease. In 8 years of President Clinton, 
the debt was increased by an additional 
$1.2 trillion to $5.5 trillion. 

b 1300 

After now 6 years of Bush, the son, as 
President, the debt, at present, is at 
$8.8 trillion, an additional $31⁄2 trillion 
in just 6 years 

Now, I don’t know, the gentlemen 
and women on the other side of the 
aisle were in the majority through all 
of those 6 years in this House of Rep-
resentatives which starts all the budg-
ets. They can’t claim that they were 
out to lunch at all because, in fact, 
they were here voting for those budgets 
that increased the debt by $31⁄2 trillion 
over the last 6 years. So if there is fis-
cal responsibility, it certainly cannot 
be claimed either then or now for what 
is now the minority in this House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I am pleased to yield 3 minutes to my 
good friend, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. HENSARLING), the Chair of the Re-
publican Study Committee and the 
champion of fiscal responsibility. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding and I 
thank him for his leadership in the Re-
publican Study Committee and his 
leadership for fiscal sanity in this 
country. 

Mr. Chairman, I regret that the 
chairman of the full Appropriations 
Committee is no longer on the floor. I 
have listened to his comments care-
fully. He alluded to some of the debate 
being part fiction. Well, I must admit, 
when I have my Democrat colleagues 
come to the floor and lecture on the 
subject of fiscal responsibility, I do feel 
like we are in the midst of a chapter in 
‘‘Alice in Wonderland.’’ We hear our 
friends from this side of the aisle lec-
ture us, well, it was you Republicans 
who voted for these budgets that in-
creased spending. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, again, you are 
entitled to your own opinions. You are 
not entitled to your own facts. Look at 
the record. Every time that the Repub-
licans offered a budget that spent more 

money, Democrats offered a budget 
that spent even more. It spent even 
more. Look at the record. You have 
Democrats come to the floor, Mr. 
Chairman, and say, well, the Repub-
licans are responsible for this very ex-
pensive prescription drug benefit pro-
gram. 

Well, they are right. But guess what? 
Their program cost even more. It cost 
even more. Then they say, well, under 
your watch, the national debt went up 
by $3 trillion. Well, the unfunded obli-
gations, the debt that will be imposed 
on our children and grandchildren for 
their refusal to do anything about out- 
of-control entitlement spending, is $50 
trillion. $50 trillion. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I would be more 
than happy to take responsibility for $3 
trillion when my friends from the other 
side of the aisle will take responsi-
bility for the $50 trillion. They had 
nothing, absolutely nothing, stone-cold 
silence on entitlement spending in 
their budget, something that the 
Comptroller General says we are on the 
verge of being the first generation of 
American history to leave the next 
generation with a lower standard of 
living. When will the madness stop? 

Then I hear about these devastating 
cuts. How about the devastating cuts 
to the American family when their 
largest tax increase in American his-
tory is imposed? How about those dev-
astating cuts? Then we hear about this 
meat-cleaver approach of an across- 
the-board cut. Well, my friends from 
the other side of the aisle didn’t have 
any problem with a meat-cleaver cut of 
the American family budget of $3,000 
per American family. How about that 
meat-cleaver cut? 

What I am essentially hearing here, 
and I know much good work has been 
done on this bill, but I am hearing 
‘‘NIMBY.’’ Sure, maybe there is a big 
entitlement crisis here, but ‘‘not in my 
backyard.’’ It needs to begin today. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself 2 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, first of all, I think 
people should understand that the 
views that are being enunciated here 
are not the views of the bipartisan ap-
propriations subcommittee that I serve 
on. Mr. TIAHRT and Mr. DICKS have 
worked very hard to produce a bill that 
I think is an excellent product. It real-
ly answers the question these gentle-
men have raised earlier: What is this 
bill about? Because what they are talk-
ing about cutting, folks, is cutting to 
the heart of what the American people 
love. 

Let’s talk a little bit about that. 
They want to talk about 1 percent, 4 
percent and all of that. But they don’t 
want to talk about what they are real-
ly cutting. 

Now, the National Wildlife Refuges, 
the American people love. This admin-
istration is talking about closing down 
200 National Wildlife Refuges because 
we don’t have any personnel in them. 
So you want to continue that. The 
speakers here today want to continue 
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those cuts and close down National 
Wildlife Refuges. 

If you ask the American people, do 
they love their American parks and do 
they want rangers to be there to serv-
ice them? The American people are 
going to say, yes, of course, they do. 
Well, these gentlemen want to cut 
them. That is what is going on here. 
They want to cut the parks and cut 
park personnel. There is a huge back-
log in the parks. They don’t want to do 
anything about it. They want to cut 
further. 

The other part of this bill which is 
very, very important, is we are always 
hearing about local communities need-
ing water and sewer. Your side always 
talks about mandates. Well, this bill is 
about giving local communities water 
and sewer grants through the EPA so 
that they can clean up so that cities 
don’t have to be polluters. 

So, we ought to get a little question 
in reality here when it comes to the 
fringe element that is coming out here, 
not the bipartisan subcommittee that 
put this together. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
may I inquire as to the time available 
on each side? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Georgia has 4 minutes re-
maining and the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts has 10 minutes remaining. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
given the discrepancy in the times, to 
equalize the time, I will reserve my 
time. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. RYAN). 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I just want to reit-
erate a couple of points, because we 
seem to be having this debate every 
week. It seems to be on the same issues 
we have always been talking about. 
But I find it not necessarily enjoyable, 
but an obligation, to get up and com-
municate to the American taxpayer 
and the citizens of this country that 
over the last 6 years, the Republican 
House, Republican Senate, Republican 
White House, borrowed $3 trillion. 
They asked the Treasury Department 
to raise the debt limit five or six times 
to allow them to go out and borrow 
more money. 

You borrowed it from China. You 
borrowed it from Japan. You borrowed 
it from OPEC countries. On and on and 
on and on. All of a sudden, 5 or 6 
months into this year, before we have 
even passed a budget, you are lecturing 
us on fiscal responsibility. 

I want the taxpayers, Mr. Chairman, 
to keep their forms from this year and 
compare them to their tax forms next 
year. They will see absolutely no in-
crease in their taxes whatsoever. None. 
Zero. So, there is not a tax increase in 
this 2008 budget. 

Now, let’s talk about what you are 
proposing to cut with this amendment. 

Superfund sites. Okay, you want to 
cut the Superfund site program that is 

going to clean up the most toxic sites. 
In many of the old industrial areas like 
mine, the gentleman knows very well, 
they were polluted in the 1930s, 1940s, 
and 1950s. We can’t develop the local 
economy because where we have water 
lines and where we have sewer lines, 
they are contaminated. 

Quite frankly, the city of Youngs-
town and the city of Warren do not 
have millions of dollars to put into this 
because their tax base has eroded. If 
you want us to contribute to the tax 
base like we did in the 1930s, 1940s and 
1950s when, quite frankly, a lot of that 
money that was taken out of Youngs-
town, Ohio, was used to develop the 
West and to develop new water lines 
and sewer lines in the South in many 
of your districts, all we are asking is 
for a little bit of help. 

b 1315 

Help us clean up the brownfield sites. 
How about your cutting the meth-

amphetamine prevention and treat-
ment program? I am sure you can’t 
wait to get back to your districts and 
tell that to your constituents. How 
about those of you in the West fighting 
wildfires? You are going to cut that 
program. 

Mr. Chairman, many will say there 
are not any cuts in this bill. There are 
cuts in this bill: $193 million cut from 
construction account, it eliminates $31 
million for landowner incentives; $39 
million cut for the EPA Mexican bor-
der program; $24 million cut from the 
EPA Alaska Village setaside; $24 mil-
lion cut from the Indiana land consoli-
dation. There are cuts in here. We are 
not raising taxes. We are making in-
vestments into our community. 

Just because, Mr. Chairman, the mi-
nority party raised the debt $3 trillion, 
just because the minority party is 
ashamed, quite frankly, of their behav-
ior over the past 6 years doesn’t mean 
that they can displace all of their 
shamefulness on the new Democratic 
majority. I wouldn’t want to admit 
that I borrowed $3 trillion from Japan 
and China either. I would run from it 
as fast as I could. But that doesn’t 
change the facts. 

So I think we should vote down this 
amendment. There are great invest-
ments for local communities all over 
the country in this bill, and I think we 
should keep it. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I am pleased to yield 2 minutes to my 
good friend, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. FLAKE), a champion for fiscal 
responsibility and fiscal reform in 
Washington. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I think this is a real 
test here. We all campaign every 2 
years, and we put out campaign lit-
erature. We go speak at town halls and 
other events. And I would venture to 
guess that not one person in this body 
said, Reelect me because we need to 
spend more on Interior appropriations. 
We need to spend more. We need to 

spend 4 percent more than we did last 
year. I am going to go back to Wash-
ington and spend $1.2 billion more than 
we did last year. 

I venture that nobody said that. Vir-
tually everybody said we need to rein 
in spending. We need to promote fiscal 
responsibility. 

I am the first to concede we didn’t do 
a good job of it over here. For the past 
several years we have grown govern-
ment far too big. That is part of the 
reason we are now in the minority. But 
the majority comes now and says, 
don’t lecture us, we are going to in-
crease that spending. 

This bill spends $1.2 billion more 
than last year. Last year spent too 
much. This year spends too much too 
much again. 

So, please, we know we did wrong. 
That is why we are in the minority. 
But when you are in the majority now, 
let’s exercise some fiscal discipline. 
There are plenty of areas that can re-
ceive cuts. We have outlined several of 
them over the past several hours with 
amendments. 

Museum funding, part of the reason 
the gentleman from New Mexico men-
tioned that we have a backlog at the 
National Parks, he is right. But yet in 
the authorizing committee, we have 
created several more National Heritage 
Areas and earmarked a lot more money 
for them. There are earmarks in this 
bill for National Heritage Areas. That 
is money that will come out of the Na-
tional Parks budget. They will tell you 
if you spend money here on this new 
area, this National Heritage Area, you 
can’t spend money maintaining the 
parks that we already have. Many of us 
have fought to stop that. We have said 
don’t keep creating these National Her-
itage Areas. Yet with the new major-
ity, we are creating them at a faster 
rate than we ever have. 

I would say, let’s promote fiscal dis-
cipline. Let’s pass this amendment. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I would 
just like to speak to the gentleman 
who has just spoken. I commend the 
gentleman who has just spoken. I think 
he has taken a very responsible, very 
serious approach to budgeting over the 
last several sessions, and I appreciate 
that sort of thing very much. 

But I would say that here we are in 
this instance with an amendment that 
takes an approach not quite across-the- 
board, but gives the total responsi-
bility off to the President of the United 
States to decide where to make any 
cuts he wishes to make, which, I re-
peat, is an abrogation of our responsi-
bility under the Constitution that we 
take an oath to. 

I would say that also this is a bad ap-
proach because after 40 amendments, 
each of which has been defeated, and 40 
amendments which have had so little 
merit to them that they have been de-
feated, many of them by roll call votes, 
by roll call votes, and the sum total of 
all those amendments was considerably 
more than the $276 million, to now 
throw up your hands and try to do it in 
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a different way, in that kind of a meat- 
ax approach, to use those words, is not 
a good thing to do. It is not an appro-
priate budgeting thing to do. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. RYAN). 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I also want to com-
mend my friend, not only for his ath-
letic ability and his talents on the bas-
ketball court, but also for his focus and 
discipline in regards to this issue. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I would 
just say, I have three amendments that 
have not been voted on yet, so I invite 
the gentleman to support them. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, re-
claiming my time, in the city of 
Akron, which I represent a part of, 
their obligation for the EPA is $400 
million in the city of Akron. Our 
friends on the other side are saying 
that there is no role for the Federal 
Government to play. 

You have communities like Akron, 
you have communities like Youngs-
town that have lost significant indus-
try over the past 20 or 30 years; and if 
we want to bring industry back, if we 
want to grow industry, we can’t have 
brownfields all over our cities. 

This is an investment. This is going 
to clean the site up. This is an oppor-
tunity for us to redevelop sites in our 
communities. 

Now, 30 years ago when the steel 
mills were pumping, when the rubber 
industry was pumping, a lot of our tax 
dollars were going to many of your 
communities to help lay down roads, 
build the interstate, rail lines, water 
infrastructure, all of these things. 
What this bill does is it tries to rein-
vest back into some of these commu-
nities. We want to be self-sufficient, 
but we don’t have the local tax base. 
There is a role here for the Federal 
Government. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask my friends, why 
would you want to prevent us from 
cleaning up brownfield sites in the old 
industrial areas? We don’t need it for-
ever. We just need to clean them up, 
and then we will have a tax base there 
and have more taxpayers to pay taxes 
and keep the tax rates low for every-
body, because we will have more. But if 
we can’t develop these sites, it becomes 
very, very difficult for us to grow our 
local economy. 

We need the Federal Government to 
make these investments, and that is 
exactly what this bill does. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
how much time remains on each side, if 
I may? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Georgia has 2 minutes re-
maining and the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts has 3 minutes remaining. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I thank the 
Chair. 

I just would point out to my good 
friend from Ohio that no specific pro-

grams are identified in this decrease in 
the increase. So to identify specific 
programs is a spurious argument, 
truly. 

I would also say that this points out 
fundamentally the difference between 
the two parties. We believe fundamen-
tally that individuals spend their 
money more wisely than the govern-
ment. It is clear that the majority 
party does not believe that. They be-
lieve that they spend the taxpayer 
money much more wisely. We just 
think that is a fundamental difference. 

Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to yield 
the balance of my time to my good 
friend, the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. GARRETT), on this appropriate 
amendment of fiscal responsibility. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from New Jersey is recognized 
for 11⁄2 minutes. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr. 
Chairman, I just walked in a moment 
ago. I was on the streets of Wash-
ington, D.C. where the heat is truly on 
this Nation’s Capital in the high nine-
ties and the humidity is also in the 
high nineties, and here we come to the 
inside of Chambers, where the heat is 
being put on, on the American tax-
payer and the American family; but 
this time it is being placed on them by 
the Democrats and majority party. 

Six months into control by the 
Democrats, and what have they 
wrought for this Nation? The largest 
tax increase in U.S. history; an at-
tempt to change the rules on the Amer-
ican public going back to 1820; and last 
week, of course, we saw as well the idea 
by the Democrats that they should 
have some sort of slush fund where 
your tax dollars go unequated for. 

When you look at the basic math I 
was trying to do here, look at the equa-
tion, what they give us is this: a tax in-
crease plus a spending increase leads to 
an answer of an increased burden on 
the American taxpayer. 

I have had the opportunity now to 
serve on the Budget Committee for 4 
years; and during that time the Demo-
crats, when they were in the minority, 
railed against us time after time say-
ing we were spending too much. I 
thought that railing would stop once 
they were in the majority and they had 
the opportunity to go in the other di-
rection. But as we have seen here, the 
railing has not stopped. They continue 
to point to the past about increased 
spending, but they then at the same 
token, out of their same mouths, what 
do they do? They increase spending on 
the American public again. 

If the problem in the past was that 
the U.S. Government was spending too 
much, you would think that the simple 
solution to that, the simple answer to 
that math equation, would be spend 
less. But this budget does not do that. 
This spending bill does not do that. 
That is why I support the gentleman 
from Georgia’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the gentleman from Wash-
ington resumes control of the time. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 

seconds to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. RYAN). 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 
just want to respond to the gentleman 
from Georgia who said the individual 
taxpayers can spend their money bet-
ter than government. The taxpayers in 
my district can’t clean a brownfield, go 
out with 50 bucks and clean a 
brownfield. This is something we need 
to do collectively as a community and 
as a country, to clean that up. Individ-
uals can’t do that. 

Individuals couldn’t build the inter-
state highways and the railroads and 
the Panama Canal and all the great in-
frastructure projects that we have had. 
We need help to do this in some com-
munities so we can be self-sufficient, 
and individuals can’t do that. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, again I want to say to 
my colleagues, the reason we have to 
make this increase in the Interior ap-
propriations budget is because over the 
last 6 or 7 years the budgets for these 
agencies have been reduced dramati-
cally. The Interior Department has 
been cut by 16 percent. We have lost 
rangers at every national park in the 
Nation. The summer workers have been 
cut back. The services there are not as 
good as they used to be. 

This was a crisis. The National Parks 
Conservation Association had a pam-
phlet, ‘‘The Endangered Ranger.’’ Here 
it was, our national parks, our national 
treasure, in decline. 

I am no extremist. I am a moderate 
in this House, and I always have been. 
But this was a true crisis. And what we 
had to do was stop this decline, this 
downward trend of our national wild-
life refuges, our national parks, and we 
put a little extra money in to get it 
turned up, so we could hire a few more 
people, so we could cover the fixed 
costs of the rangers and the people run-
ning these wildlife refuges. 

That is why we had to do this. It was 
a crisis. And it is going to take us a 
number of years to get back. We only 
increased this budget by 4.3 percent. 
With a 16-percent cut, it would take 4 
years to get back to where we were in 
2001. With EPA, it would take about 7 
years to get back to where we were. 
And with a 35-percent cut in the Forest 
Service, it would take about 8 years to 
get back. So we have a long ways to go, 
and I don’t want to have any downward 
direction here. 

I do say to the gentleman from Geor-
gia that he is right, the 1 percent could 
be taken anywhere, and that might 
mean that all of the projects of inter-
est to the Members would be elimi-
nated by the administration. Now, I 
hope they wouldn’t do that. I hope they 
wouldn’t fall into that trap. But that is 
one possibility. 

So, again, I resent the gentleman 
from Georgia even suggesting that we 
aren’t over here fighting against your 
amendments. We just looked at the 
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RECORD last night and how the votes 
went, and we thought maybe some of 
the Members would like to get home on 
Thursday. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time, and I can guarantee I 
think that this amendment will be 
treated properly by the membership. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
PRICE). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 27 OFFERED BY MRS. 
MUSGRAVE 

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 27 offered by Mrs. 
MUSGRAVE: 

Page 110, after line 18, insert the following 
new section: 

SEC. 417. Each amount appropriated or oth-
erwise made available by this Act that is not 
required to be appropriated or otherwise 
made available by a provision of law is here-
by reduced by 0.5 percent. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 26, 2007, the gentlewoman from 
Colorado (Mrs. MUSGRAVE) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. DICKS) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Colorado. 

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Mr. Chairman, my 
amendment would reduce the overall 
funding of this bill by .5 percent, one- 
half of 1 percent. We already know that 
the increased funding in this bill over 
the last year’s appropriations is an ad-
ditional $1.2 billion, 4.5 percent. So my 
amendment would take a 4.5 percent 
increase to a 4 percent increase. That 
is not a cut. If you look up the word 
‘‘cut’’ in the dictionary, this is still an 
increase in spending of 4 percent. 

We have a national debt that is at an 
all-time high, $8.8 trillion. I walk 
around in the Longworth House Office 
Building where my office is and I see 
these charts on easels out in front of 
Members’ offices and they are decrying 
the national debt. I look at my chil-
dren and my grandchildren and I am 
very concerned about this $8.8 trillion. 
I think we are leaving a terrible legacy 
to our children and our grandchildren. 
I hear my friends on the other side of 
the aisle, and I want to say that you 
are right when you decry the spending 
levels that the Republicans reached 
while we were in the majority. 

But I want to take it back to a time 
when I was a teacher, and someone in 
the class would do something and you 

would try to correct this student and 
they would say, But he is doing it too. 
And you would say, It is still wrong. 
You are doing it. You stop it. And then 
you deal with this person over here. 

Republicans spent too much. Demo-
crats want to spend even more, Mr. 
Chairman. But as we are standing here 
today debating these amendments, and 
some people think we need to hurry up 
and go home, I think the American 
people need to hear this debate. 

I heard the distinguished chairman 
talking about a meat-ax approach that 
a Republican chairman had alluded to 
before years ago. I would say that the 
Musgrave amendment is just a shave, 
Mr. Chairman. It is a shave that won’t 
even give you a rash. It is 50 cents on 
$100. That is very appropriate. 

When we look at this bill, we hear 
things that are very worthy of tax-
payer spending in this bill. But we also 
hear other things. 

This bill contains $204 million for 
land acquisition. If you take a map of 
the United States, Mr. Chairman, and 
you look and see how much land the 
government already owns west of the 
Mississippi, if you look at that map, it 
is staggering. I am very concerned 
about how the Federal Government al-
ready owns too much land. 

Again, in this bill there is $204 mil-
lion for land acquisition. I have friends 
in the Western Caucus, and I am a 
member of it, and we talk about what 
happens to communities when this 
property is owned by the Federal Gov-
ernment, what happens to the revenue 
stream. 

This bill also has something else that 
is especially egregious to me, $160 mil-
lion in funding for the National Endow-
ment for the Arts, a 29 percent increase 
over the amount that was appropriated 
last year. I love the arts and I know 
that these things are noble. But, do 
you know what? When I talk to a fam-
ily in Sterling, Colorado, a farming 
community out there in northeastern 
Colorado, I would have a very hard 
time convincing them that they need 
to be taxed at a higher rate, to send 
their hard-earned dollars to Wash-
ington, D.C. so that money can be 
handed out for theater productions in 
Sitka, Alaska. I don’t think the family 
in Sterling, Colorado, would get that. 

b 1330 
So I think when we talk about the 

good things in this bill, we also have to 
look at these egregious things and talk 
about choices we should make. 

So again, I want to trim this. I want 
to give this a shave of one-half of 1 per-
cent, which, by the way, in dollar 
amounts, ends up being $138 million, 
just a shave off of this bill, to exercise 
discipline in our spending just like the 
families back home have to do to meet 
their budgets. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
WESTMORELAND). 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentlewoman for 
yielding. 

I just want to say a couple of things. 
I know, Mr. Chairman, people watching 
this on TV probably think they are in 
the Twilight Zone or caught up in the 
middle of Alice in Wonderland because 
you don’t know which side to believe. 

The chairman of the subcommittee 
said people couldn’t sleep or wouldn’t 
be able to sleep worrying about these 
cuts. Nobody in Grantville, Georgia, 
will be staying up worrying about the 
government cutting its own size. 

We are talking about saving time. We 
have been debating for about 14 hours 
$28 billion. I don’t know about anybody 
on the other side of the aisle, but I 
know that when me and my family sit 
down and discuss a budget, it took a 
lot longer for us to discuss our little 
pittance of a budget than 14 hours to 
discuss $27 billion. 

The other thing, we are hearing all of 
this whining about we borrowed $3 tril-
lion in the last 6 years. We ran up the 
deficit. And then we hear about we cut 
the budget $16 billion. Now listen, 
where I come from, you can’t have 
your cake and eat it, too. We were ei-
ther wrong in borrowing the money, or 
we were wrong in not spending the 
money, but you can’t be wrong in both 
of them. Somebody has to make up 
their mind. 

We talked the other night that you 
can fool some of the people some of the 
time, but you can’t fool all of the peo-
ple all of the time. 

I would like to say that I think the 
majority is running out of time, be-
cause pretty soon, the gig is going to 
be up. We tried pinpointing, Mr. 
HENSARLING, Mr. FLAKE, we tried pin-
pointing, doing some accurate bombing 
or cutting on this bill; but that didn’t 
work. 

Now it’s being talked about using the 
meat-cleaver approach. When I get 
those 250 programs that have been cut 
and the $6 billion that has been saved, 
and the list of the $80 billion that we 
are spending more, could you send me 
maybe a method to do some cutting? 
Because if we can’t pinpoint, we can’t 
use a scalpel, and we can’t use a meat 
cleaver, how can we do it? I think that 
is what the taxpayers want to know. 
Who is going to stand up for them? 

We call each other ‘‘my good friend’’ 
and ‘‘my good buddy’’ and ‘‘my col-
league’’ and this and that. What we 
need to be doing is being a good friend 
to the taxpayer. We are not being a 
good friend to the taxpayer. 

We talk about national parks being 
closed down, and yet we spend another 
$7 million expanding the Carl Sandburg 
property. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

This amendment would cut a total of 
$138 million from environmental con-
servation and Native American pro-
grams. It makes no choice based on 
need or merit of the program, but it 
cuts 0.5 percent in this bill. This is not 
merely an accounting change on a 
table. Cutting $138 million from the bill 
will have very serious consequences. 
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All of us have been listening on tele-

vision about the big wild fire at Lake 
Tahoe. This bill would reduce overall 
funding for firefighting by $14 million 
at a time when we are facing what is 
potentially one of the worst fire sea-
sons in history. It cuts 125 firefighters, 
shuts down firefighter stations, and 
significantly reduces air tanker sup-
port. It would decimate preparedness 
efforts by failing to provide critical 
support for initial attacks, and could 
allow as many as 80 more wildfires to 
escalate. This would lead to larger, 
more damaging and much more expen-
sive fires, costing in excess of $20 mil-
lion to extinguish. 

This amendment halts hazardous fuel 
reduction projects without which there 
is little hope for reducing long-term 
fire costs and harmful impacts. 

In our national parks, it cuts overall 
National Park Service funding by $13 
million, includes a $6 million reduction 
below the President’s request for the 
basic operational cost of the 391 units 
of the national park system. 

It drastically impacts the President’s 
proposal to hire 3,000 seasonal and 600 
full-time park ranger positions. 

For Native American programs, it re-
jects $29 million for programs that 
have received bipartisan support. By 
cutting $16 million out of Indian health 
care programs, this proposal would 
deny service to thousands of Native 
Americans. 

It takes 4 percent out of the already 
struggling Indian education programs 
leaving even more Indian children 
without adequate education programs. 

For the Environmental Protection 
Agency, it reduces a total of $40 mil-
lion for EPA. Funding for efforts to 
help local communities with repairs to 
their aging water and wastewater in-
frastructure, would be reduced by al-
most $10 million from fiscal year 2007 
enacted levels. This would mean that 
many communities would not receive 
the financial assistance they need to 
repair and improve water and sewer in-
frastructure. 

Despite the fact that 76 million 
Americans live within 4 miles of a 
toxic waste site, the amendment cuts 
almost $8 million from programs to 
clean up the Nation’s most toxic and 
hazardous waste sites. It reduces the 
amount for restoration and protection 
of America’s great water bodies, in-
cluding the Chesapeake Bay, Great 
Lakes, Puget Sound, and others. It 
would especially jeopardize the cleanup 
of toxic sediments in the lakes, and 
community efforts across this Nation 
to protect 28 estuaries. 

For the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Serv-
ice the cuts here would be $7 million 
for an agency which has already lost 
600 staff positions since 2004. And 
means that many of our wildlife ref-
uges today have no staff whatsoever 
because of the devastating cuts that 
have been imposed over the last 7 
years. 

It would perpetuate staffing shortfall 
trends and reduce public service by 

taking funding out of the National 
Wildlife Refuge System. 

Forest Service. This amendment re-
duces funding for the non-fire portion 
of the Forest Service by $13 million. 
Forces up to 100 employee layoffs and 
closures of more than 10 campgrounds 
while reducing fire improvement ac-
tivities on several thousand acres. 

It diminishes cooperative land con-
servation and forestry actions which 
serve thousands of nonindustrial pri-
vate forest landowners. 

It freezes research efforts and com-
pels the closure of at least four labs. 

So these are, I think, very substan-
tial and important reductions that 
would adversely affect this bill. I have 
a great regard for the gentlelady. As 
much as I enjoy and appreciate her, I 
can’t accept this amendment. I want 
her to know it is nothing personal, it is 
just that we have to do the job. 

We are in a recovery mode here. That 
is what I tried to explain. The gen-
tleman who talked about the $16 bil-
lion, it wasn’t $16 billion, it was a 16 
percent reduction in the funding for 
the Department of the Interior. This 
has had a devastating impact. We also 
had a 29 percent reduction in EPA and 
a 35 percent reduction in the Forest 
Service budget. All of these budgets 
have been hit hard. Only the Depart-
ment of Labor has been hit worse. 

What we are trying to do is stop this 
downward trend in the personnel in 
these agencies. The Park Service budg-
et, 80 to 90 percent of the budget are for 
people. That is why we are so con-
cerned about this. Without the people, 
the American people when they go to 
the parks are not going to have the 
kind of experience that they should 
have. That’s why we have tried to stop 
this. 

The Secretary of the Interior, he got 
it. I told him, I said you cannot suc-
ceed, Mr. Secretary, unless you get 100 
percent of fixed costs covered in your 
budget for the Park Service, for the 
Fish and Wildlife Service, for the Bu-
reau of Land Management, the Mineral 
Management Agency, and he did that. 
But we have to recover over a period of 
time. 

Unfortunately, to make further re-
ductions will take us longer before we 
can restore the services at our national 
parks, and restore service at our na-
tional wildlife refuges. This is a very 
well put-together bill. I just regret 
that these cuts are being offered. I 
think this bill should be accepted as it 
is. We have to go to conference, obvi-
ously we know that. So I rise in very 
strong opposition to this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. JORDAN). 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I thank the gentlelady for yielding me 
this time, and for bringing this fine 
amendment forward and for her work 
on fiscal responsibility in her time 
here in the United States Congress. 

I want to make a couple of quick 
points here. First, the list that the 
chairman just went through, he kept 
using the term ‘‘cut.’’ Let’s be clear to 
the American people in particular that 
the gentlelady’s amendment is not a 
cut, it is an increase of 4 percent. What 
the gentleman was referring to was the 
spending levels at 4.5 percent which the 
bill contains within it. All she is say-
ing is let’s increase 4 percent instead of 
4.5 percent. Again, only in government- 
speak, only in Washington can that be 
termed a cut. She is not cutting at all. 
She is just saying let’s not increase it 
quite as much. 

A couple of other things we have 
heard in the course of the debate this 
afternoon which I think has been 
healthy. The chairman indicated that 
he wants to move on, we need to limit 
debate and get out of here. Look, 40 
minutes on three amendments, 2 hours 
total on debate, on the most funda-
mental question, the most fundamental 
issue the United States Congress deals 
with: How we spend the taxpayers’ 
money. So 2 hours debate on what level 
that should be is not too much debate. 
Frankly, we should have more on this 
fundamental question. 

The other point that the majority 
party makes is, and again, I find this 
logic fascinating. Republicans spent 
too much, so we are going to spend 
even more. It is amazing that is the 
logic that the other size entails and 
brings forward in each of these appro-
priations bills. 

Talking about the spending con-
tained within this bill, let me just cite 
a couple of things. 

The Commission on Climate Change, 
a brand new commission, $50 million on 
the Commission on Climate Change, 
adaptation and mitigation, a new, addi-
tional study on global warming, as if 
we haven’t had enough studies on that 
already. So $50 million on that. 

The National Park Service, $199 mil-
lion increase, 10.8 percent above last 
year. 

National Endowment for the Human-
ities, $19 million increase, 13 percent 
above last year. 

Environmental Protection Agency, 
the Agency that the gentleman said 
that if it didn’t get the right amount of 
funding, people would lose sleep over, 
$361 million, or a 4.7 percent increase 
above last year. 

And of course, my favorite, and I am 
sure the favorite of the American tax-
payer, National Endowment for the 
Arts, a $35 million increase, 29 percent 
above last year. 

There is all kinds of additional gov-
ernment contained in this legislation. I 
am reminded of the old statement by 
our third President, Thomas Jefferson. 
He said: ‘‘When government fears the 
people, there is liberty. When people 
fear the government, there is tyr-
anny.’’ Now keep that statement in 
mind and ask yourself the question: If 
next week when we are back home on 
break and you are at some friend’s 
business and someone walks up to the 
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door and knocks on the door and the 
individual identifies himself, I’m Mr. 
Smith and I am from the EPA, the 
Agency that gets a 4.7-percent increase 
in this bill. If you are that individual 
who owns that business, is your first 
response, oh, joy, one of my govern-
ment’s servants is about here to help 
me today. 

That is what this debate is about, 
and 2 hours debate on the most funda-
mental question that the United States 
Congress deals with, how we spend tax-
payer dollars, is not too much debate. 

We should debate this long and hard 
and we should support the amendment 
of the gentlewoman from Colorado. It 
simply slows down the rate of govern-
ment growth, slows down that govern-
ment that Jefferson warned us about in 
his statement. I certainly support the 
gentlelady’s amendment, and thank 
her for bringing it forward. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

b 1345 
Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Mr. Chairman, I 

would like to give my friend from New 
Jersey (Mr. GARRETT) 2 minutes. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr. 
Chairman, as a Member of Congress 
who supports the protection of our na-
tional parks and as an individual from 
the very crowded State of New Jersey 
who is seeking to make sure that we 
preserve the open space of this country 
as best we can, I rise in support of the 
gentlelady from Colorado’s amendment 
which would increase spending on these 
worthwhile causes by 4 percent. 

You know, the American public who 
watches this debate right now might 
wonder sometimes, do we have a schiz-
ophrenic state of mind by the majority 
party in control today? Out of their 
mouths come one thing now and some-
thing else later on. What is white is 
black, what is day is night. One mo-
ment we are railing against and saying 
spending, spending, spending is the 
problem and it’s been the problem of 
the Republican Party for years and 
years and it still is their problem. Just 
a moment later, we hear that spending 
is not the problem from the other side. 
The problem all these years has been 
cuts, cuts, cuts. The problem that we 
have now is that we’ve been cutting 
too much in the past. Which is it? 

The American public must do as I do 
sometimes when they hear the debate 
from the other side of the aisle and 
scratch their head. Which are the facts 
that they want to go by today? Is it the 
problem that we’ve been spending too 
much, as the other side of the aisle 
says? Or is the problem, as the gen-
tleman just recently said, that we were 
cutting too much? 

I would argue that the problem has 
been that we’ve been spending too 
much of the taxpayers’ dollars in an 
unaccountable manner. And the budget 
that has come before us would give the 
American taxpayer the largest tax in-
crease in U.S. history. 

The amendment from the gentlelady 
from Colorado would try to do things 

on an even and moderate manner. It 
would still increase spending by 4 per-
cent so that all the worthwhile pro-
grams in the bill that’s before us would 
be able to be continued to be fully 
funded at the necessary levels. But at 
the same time, the gentlelady from 
Colorado takes in mind the efforts of 
the American taxpayers to make sure 
that we will not have the largest tax 
increase in American history on that 
family. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Mr. Chairman, I 
would ask the committee chairman if 
he has any more speakers. 

Mr. DICKS. I may have one more 
speaker. I think I have the right to 
close, don’t I? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. MCGOV-
ERN). The gentleman from Washington 
has the right to close. 

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Mr. Chairman, 
may I inquire as to how much time is 
remaining for both sides. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gentle-
woman has 61⁄2 minutes remaining and 
the gentleman from Washington has 13 
minutes remaining. 

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to yield 31⁄2 minutes to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. CAMP-
BELL). 

Mr. CAMPBELL of California. I 
thank the gentlelady from Colorado. 

You know, we have heard a lot today 
from the majority party whenever we 
talk about this amendment, this bill, 
this spending, they want to bring up 
last year’s bills, last year’s spending. 
We acknowledge, last year’s spending 
was too much. Last year’s bills were 
too much. That’s not what we’re talk-
ing about. It’s like the baseball team 
wanting to play last year’s season 
again. Look what we did last year. 
Look what happened last year. No, 
we’re in the middle of this year. We’re 
in the middle of this season. It doesn’t 
matter who won the World Series last 
year. It matters who’s in first place 
this year. What matters is this year. 
How much are we going to spend this 
year? That’s what we’re voting on. How 
much are we going to increase the def-
icit this year? How much further are 
we going to raid the Social Security 
surplus this year? That’s the question 
before us. And we think we ought to 
have the deficit increase a little less 
and that we should raid the Social Se-
curity surplus a little less and that we 
shouldn’t set up a situation where 
you’re going to raise taxes on all of the 
American people. 

The previous amendment, I showed a 
couple of charts. The previous amend-
ment was to reduce spending by 1 per-
cent. I tried to point out to the major-
ity that it’s like this. Here are 100 don-
keys, something they can understand. 
If we reduce that by 1 percent, we have 
99 donkeys. Not that big a difference in 
donkeys. And so we proposed an 
amendment last time, which the ma-
jority party defeated on voice vote, 
will undoubtedly defeat later, that 

said, let’s just get by on 99 donkeys, 
money, instead of 100 donkeys, money. 
Well, they said they couldn’t do it. 

So the gentlelady from Colorado of-
fers an alternative, which is get by on 
991⁄2 donkeys. If I had a half donkey, I 
would stick it up there. You can pick 
whichever end of the donkey you want, 
but put another half a donkey on that 
chart. And so we’re saying rather than 
100 donkeys, get by with 991⁄2. It’s just 
saying if you have a million-dollar pro-
gram, we said, well, get by on 999,000. 
They’re saying, no. Okay. How about 
$999,500? If you have a $100 million pro-
gram, we’re saying can you get by on 
$99 million. They said, no. We’re say-
ing, okay, how about $991⁄2 million. 

That’s what this argument is about. 
Just asking for a half a percent, each 
government agency, each government 
program to deal with a half a percent 
less. People at home make these kinds 
of decisions with way bigger percent-
ages than that all the time, Mr. Chair-
man. And if we do it, if we reduce it by 
1 percent, we would save $30 billion if 
we did every program every year. If it’s 
a half a percent, it’s still $15 billion. 
That is real money, Mr. Chairman. 
Real money no matter how you cut it. 
And that is the way we can balance 
this budget without raising taxes. 

There, Mr. Chairman, is the big dif-
ference between the majority Demo-
cratic Party and the Republican Party. 
We’re saying, get by on 99 donkeys or 
991⁄2 donkeys instead of 100. Tell gov-
ernment bureaucrats that we can bal-
ance this budget without raising taxes. 
They, however, want to give the bu-
reaucrats 100 donkeys of spending 
every time and raise taxes on the 
American people to make up the dif-
ference. That’s what we’re talking 
about here. That’s the difference in 
this debate. That’s the difference be-
tween these parties. 

Mr. Chairman, I would urge all Mem-
bers to vote to make government bu-
reaucrats deal with a tiny bit less and 
let people save and keep their own 
money. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, how 
much time is left? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gentle-
woman from Colorado has 3 minutes re-
maining and the gentleman from Wash-
ington State has 13 minutes remaining. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. TIAHRT. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT). 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

I come in support of my friend from 
Colorado’s amendment that would re-
duce this by one-half of 1 percent below 
the spending levels of last year. 

Over the last 6 months, the new ma-
jority has passed or paved the way for 
$103.5 billion of increased spending. I 
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guess actually, to be technically cor-
rect, it’s $103.4 billion. While $0.1 bil-
lion may not matter here, it sure mat-
ters in America. $103.4 billion in new 
spending. 

We have already enacted over a $6 
billion increase in the continuing reso-
lution for this year. We added $17 bil-
lion in unrequested funding to spend in 
the supplemental for this year. And 
now we’re beginning this process of 
moving toward the additional $80.3 bil-
lion added to spending on this year’s 
budget. 

$100 billion is a huge amount of 
money. Today we’re considering the In-
terior and Environment appropriations 
bill that really makes a good portion of 
that increase happen right here. This 
bill increases spending by almost 5 per-
cent over last year’s level, $1.2 billion 
of new spending. 

And here, if you look at this spending 
thermometer, we’re halfway up to what 
may be the taxpayer’s boiling point. 
Somebody has to pay the bill. Some-
body has to produce the revenue. Some 
American family is going to have to 
have a little less take-home pay be-
cause government wanted just a little 
bit more here, a little bit more there, a 
little bit more everywhere else. 

And all my good friend from Colo-
rado’s amendment does is say, let’s re-
duce spending here by one-half of 1 per-
cent. Let’s reduce spending by $138 mil-
lion and still see if we can’t do the 
things that need to be done in this ap-
propriations bill in the right way. If 
you add this increase to the increases 
already proposed and passed over the 
past 2 weeks, we’re spending $23.8 bil-
lion more than last year. 

I rise in strong support of this 
amendment. I respect both the chair-
man and the ranking member of the 
committee and believe that they’ve 
done a good job with this bill, but I be-
lieve you could do that same job, I 
think you could do the same job, 
produce the same results with asking 
the American taxpayers not to have to 
carry a burden of 41⁄2 percent new 
spending in this part of the budget. 
And so I strongly recommend that we 
take this, what may seem like a slight 
reduction here, but when families have 
to start paying that $138 million in ad-
ditional taxes, it’s a big deal for Amer-
ican families. It should be a big deal 
for us. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. OBEY. I would like to make a 
few comments on the remarks of my 
friend from Missouri. We’ve just heard 
an expression of deep concern about 
the so-called runaway spending in this 
bill and other appropriation bills. And 
we’ve heard deep concern expressed 
about how this is going to hurt the av-
erage taxpayer. 

Well, I would like to compare prior-
ities. They’ve talked about our budget. 

I would like to talk about theirs, al-
though I must admit that in 3 of the 
last 6 years, they couldn’t even pass 
one. We passed a budget. In 3 out of the 
last 6 years, they couldn’t even pass 
their own budget because of internal 
squabbles between themselves. But I 
want to talk about the budget that 
they attempted to pass. The budget 
that we’re operating under was signed 
by the President, passed by a Repub-
lican Congress, and this year will give 
over $50 billion in tax cuts to people 
who make over a million bucks a year. 
That seems to be the top priority of 
folks on the other side of the aisle, to 
preserve that high-roller tax cut above 
all else. 

Well, let me tell you what we think 
should be higher priorities. They’ve at-
tacked us because of what we did in the 
continuing resolution last year and 
they attack us for what we’re trying to 
do in this bill today. I plead fully 
guilty of trying to add, in fact we did 
add almost $4 billion of additional 
funding for veterans health care. I see 
no sense of shared sacrifice in this 
country when it comes to the war. Only 
military families are being asked to 
pay a price. We decided that we ought 
to at least see to it that veterans are 
taken care of when they come home. 
So we added $4 billion. 

Then you bet! We added some more 
so-called ‘‘runaway spending,’’ so that 
middle-class kids could get more help 
to go to college by raising the Pell 
Grants. Now, I’ve never had anybody in 
my district say, ‘‘Why don’t you guys 
get your act together and cut cancer 
research?’’ But that’s exactly what the 
Republican-controlled Congress did in 
the last 2 years. They cut health 
grants, research grants at the NIH, 
over 500 grants. So we put $610 million 
back into that continuing resolution to 
wipe out those cuts, because we think 
it’s more important to save people’s 
lives from cancer and Parkinson’s and 
heart disease than it is to wear a green 
eye shade that says ‘‘Mr. Perfect’’ on 
it. 

Then we added additional funding for 
community health care. 1.2 million ad-
ditional Americans are going to be able 
to access community health centers 
and get health care without begging. 

b 1400 

I do not apologize for that. Nobody 
does on this side of the aisle. When it 
comes to this bill, we make no apology 
of the fact that we are trying to re-
store funds which were cut out of this 
Interior budget for the last 3 years, cut 
out of the EPA budget, for the clean 
water revolving fund. There isn’t a big-
ger need in rural America than clean 
water and decent sewer systems. 

I represent all kinds of communities 
of less than 2,000 people. At least half 
of the families are headed either by 
women or people over 65. They do not 
have the tax-paying capacity on the 
property tax to meet the standards re-
quired of them to clean up their water 
and their sewer problems. Mr. DICKS 

has tried to deal with that. We do not 
apologize for that one iota. 

We’ve got some other priorities too. 
We’re going to try to provide addi-
tional funding for energy. We have 
added, in the three bills that have 
passed this House so far, and including 
this bill, we will have added more than 
$1 billion in an effort to increase and 
strengthen our energy research so that 
we aren’t the prisoners of gas and oil 
companies and so that we aren’t the 
prisoners of Middle East oil. We make 
no apologies for that. 

Admittedly, there are some people in 
this House who know the cost of every-
thing and the value of nothing. I’m 
looking at a few of them right now. 

But the fact is that we recognize that 
it is important to make long-term in-
vestments so that 10 years from now, 
we can have the kind of country we 
want it to be, rather than having the 
kind of country we don’t want it to be. 

I would suggest I will compare our 
priorities to yours any time. You can 
defend those $57 billion in tax cuts for 
millionaires until the cows come home. 
I would rather defend increased service 
at our national parks, increased edu-
cational opportunity, increased health 
care, increased clean water and clean 
air opportunities. I think the public 
will take those priorities any time. 

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 11⁄2 minutes to my colleague from 
Georgia (Mr. PRICE). 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I think this has been a healthy debate. 

I appreciate my good friend from Col-
orado for yielding. I want to commend 
as well my friend from Washington, the 
subcommittee chairman, for the work 
that he has done and the ranking mem-
ber for work that they have done. The 
subcommittee chairman said that 
there was nothing personal in his oppo-
sition to this amendment, and that’s 
true. There is absolutely nothing per-
sonal here in this Chamber. 

But this discussion is personal to the 
American taxpayer, and it’s all about 
priorities. We have offered today a se-
ries of amendments. One amendment 
said we ought to spend exactly what we 
spent last year, tens of billions of dol-
lars in this area of the government. 
The majority party declined to accept 
that amendment. 

Then we offered an amendment that 
said instead of increasing spending by 
9.5 percent, we ought to increase spend-
ing by 8.5 percent, and they said, no, 
they weren’t interested in that. 

So the gentlelady from Colorado 
says, well, if you can’t save $1 out of 
every $100, how about 50 cents? How 
about 50 cents out of every $100? 

What Congress is spending in this ap-
propriations bill and in every appro-
priations bill, because of the increase 
in spending, is money that we don’t 
have. It’s money that the Congress 
doesn’t have. This money represents 
the debt that Congress is burdening on 
future generations, our children, and 
our grandchildren. It is simply time, 
it’s time for Washington to stop find-
ing ways to spend more money. 
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I commend the gentlelady from Colo-

rado for her amendment. I urge my col-
leagues to support her amendment by 
decreasing by one half of 1 percent the 
increase in this appropriations bill. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Mr. Chairman, as I 
think about this amendment again, I 
have heard from the distinguished 
chairman, and I do applaud his work 
and the work of the ranking member 
on this appropriations bill, but I heard, 
I believe it was Representative Contee 
talk about a meat-ax approach to re-
ducing spending. 

I would just like to say again that 
this .5 percent is just a gentle shave. 
We need to look at the trajectory when 
we look at appropriations bills and see 
where they are going. We need to ask 
the American family, are you guaran-
teed a 4.5 percent increase in your in-
come every year? 

I think we need to think of that 
American family, particularly moms 
and dads with children that are trying 
to figure out how long they are going 
to have to work in the year before they 
reach tax freedom day. How many days 
do they have to work before they have 
earned enough money to pay the gov-
ernment to spend like this with in-
creases every year? 

I am hoping we can look out for the 
American taxpayer, we can look out 
for hard-working Americans and say 
we are going to exercise fiscal responsi-
bility, and we are going to start out 
with a very small step, reducing spend-
ing in this Interior appropriations bill 
by .5 percent. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
very strong opposition to the amend-
ment. I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Colorado (Mrs. 
MUSGRAVE). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Colorado will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. PETERSON OF 
PENNSYLVANIA 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Is the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania the designee 
for Mr. DOOLITTLE? 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. 
Yes. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. PETERSON of 
Pennsylvania: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), add the following new title: 

TITLE VI—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 
PROVISIONS 

SEC. 601. The amounts otherwise provided 
in this Act are revised by reducing the 
amounts under the following headings ‘‘BU-
REAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT—MANAGEMENT 
OF LANDS AND RESOURCES’’ by $34,341,000, ‘‘BU-
REAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT—LAND ACQUISI-
TION’’ by $17,015,000, ‘‘UNITED STATES FISH 
AND WILDLIFE SERVICE—LAND ACQUISITION’’ 
by $25,035,000, ‘‘UNITED STATES FISH AND 
WILDLIFE SERVICE—MULTINATIONAL SPECIES 
CONSERVATION FUNDS’’ by $4,655,000, ‘‘UNITED 
STATES FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE—STATE 
AND TRIBAL WILDLIFE GRANTS’’ by $17,508,000, 
‘‘NATIONAL PARK SERVICE—LAND ACQUISI-
TION’’ by $76,873,000, ‘‘NATIONAL PARK SERV-
ICE—CENTENNIAL CHALLENGE’’ by $22,721,000, 
‘‘ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY—ENVI-
RONMENTAL PROGRAMS AND MANAGEMENT’’ by 
$37,660,000, ‘‘NATIONAL PARK SERVICE—OFFICE 
OF INSPECTOR GENERAL’’ by $6,328,000, ‘‘FOR-
EST SERVICE—FOREST AND RANGELAND RE-
SEARCH’’ by $7,500,000, ‘‘FOREST SERVICE— 
STATE AND PRIVATE FORESTRY’’ by $13,476,000, 
‘‘FOREST SERVICE—NATIONAL FOREST SYS-
TEM’’ by $53,773,000, ‘‘FOREST SERVICE—CAP-
ITAL IMPROVEMENT AND MAINTENANCE’’ by 
$25,000,000, ‘‘FOREST SERVICE—LAND ACQUISI-
TION’’ by $28,782,000, ‘‘NATIONAL ENDOWMENT 
FOR THE ARTS—GRANTS AND ADMINISTRATION’’ 
by $35,438,000, and ‘‘NATIONAL ENDOWMENT 
FOR THE HUMANITIES—GRANTS AND ADMINIS-
TRATION’’ by $18,895,000, and $425,000,000 shall 
be available for payments during fiscal year 
2008 under sections 102 and 103 of the Secure 
Rural Schools and Community Self-Deter-
mination Act of 2000 (Public Law 106–393; 16 
U.S.C. 500 note), as reauthorized by section 
2201 of Public Law 110–28. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a 
point of order on this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The point of 
order is reserved. 

Pursuant to the order of the House of 
Tuesday, June 26, 2007, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. PETERSON) and 
the gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
DICKS) each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. I 
rise to support the Secure Rural 
Schools Act. My district in Pennsyl-
vania is affected by this and many dis-
tricts in the west are affected by this 
Act. 

Over the years, timber harvesting 
and other mineral resources harvesting 
provided a huge resource for local gov-
ernments, and, specifically, schools. 

When those who chose not to con-
tinue the wise management of our for-
est by allowing the mature trees to be 
harvested, America’s most renewable 
resource, we had school districts and 
governments in tremendous financial 
crisis. Several years ago, Congress had 
the wisdom to pass the Secure Rural 
Schools Act that helped stabilize the 
ability to educate our young people 
and give them the chances of an ade-
quate, good education, because these 
rural communities did not have the in-
frastructure, because most of the prop-
erty and land and resources was owned 
by the Federal Government. This Act 
has helped in immense ways, and this 
chance, this amendment, will continue 
that funding. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DOO-
LITTLE). 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, the 
most critical crisis in rural America, 
where there are large tracts of public 
forest land, is to deal with this issue of 
funding for the Secure Rural Schools. 

The funding did finally come this 
year, but it came too late, at least for 
my district, and I think for many. Our 
State law requires that if you are going 
to give layoff notices to teachers, they 
have to go out in the month of March. 
All the layoff notices already went out. 
Most of the teachers already left the 
schools to find other employment. The 
funding for this finally came through 
in late May, as I recall, in the supple-
mental, but by that time the damage 
had been done. 

We have to find a solution. This 
amendment that Mr. PETERSON and I 
are offering is an approach. I know 
there is a point of order that has been 
reserved, but we have to have timely 
funding for our rural schools. If we put 
it in this bill, it doesn’t actually in-
crease the deficit as it would if it went 
as a new mandatory program, or if it 
went in the supplemental. By the way, 
this is important enough, I would cer-
tainly support either of those other ap-
proaches. 

But the fact of the matter is, we need 
to assure timely funding so that we 
don’t have the situation where the 
funding comes in, but it comes in too 
late in order to really matter for the 
schools and the students. 

Plumas County, for example, one 
county in my district, issued layoff no-
tices to 55 personnel earlier this year, 
and most of them are gone, even 
though the funding ultimately came 
through. So this is timely funding. It 
does it in a way that’s least detri-
mental to the whole budget picture. I 
have worked, I have tried to work on 
every possible solution that I could 
think of. This is really a critical situa-
tion for all of rural America, where 
there are tracts of public forest land, 
and I really strongly hope that the 
Members will support us on this, help 
us to get a resolution to this crisis so 
that we can meet the needs of the peo-
ple that we represent. 

POINT OF ORDER 
Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, with deep 

regret, I insist on my point of order. 
I make a point of order against the 

amendment because it provides an ap-
propriation for an unauthorized pro-
gram, and, therefore, violates clause 2 
of rule XXI. Clause 2 of rule XXI states 
in pertinent part, ‘‘An appropriation 
may not be in order as an amendment 
for an expenditure not previously au-
thorized by law.’’ 

The amendment proposes to appro-
priate funds for the rural school pro-
gram that has not been reauthorized. 
The amendment, therefore, violates 
clause 2 of rule XXI, and I am sorry 
that I have to raise a point of order, 
but the payments for the Secure Rural 
Schools Act of 2000 are not authorized. 
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This is a reachback appropriation for 

an unauthorized program and, there-
fore, I am sorry I must insist on my 
point of order. I will also point out 
that it would be irresponsible to cut 
this budget bill by $425 million. 

Public Law 110–28 did not reauthorize 
the Secure Rural Schools Act. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Does any 
Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to be heard. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Kansas is recognized. 

Mr. TIAHRT. I appreciate the chair-
man and his accuracy on what he is re-
serving a point of order on. 

However, I would like to point out 
that we have other issues pending that 
are also subject to a point of order. It 
seems arbitrary to me that we do not 
let the House work its will on Mr. DOO-
LITTLE’s efforts, and yet we move for-
ward on other areas which are under 
the same point of order, and we expect 
some comity. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I don’t 
think the gentleman is addressing the 
point of order. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Chair 
will hear any Member on the point of 
order. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, I think 
that this is an arbitrary reservation on 
a point of order, and because other 
similar issues are pending, that it 
should be withdrawn so that we can 
move on and let the House work its 
will. 

Mr. DICKS. I insist on my point of 
order. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Does any 
other Member wish to be heard on the 
point of order? 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A point of 
order is pending. The gentleman may 
not strike the last word. 

Does any other Member wish to be 
heard on the point of order? 

The proponent of an item of appro-
priation carries the burden of persua-
sion on the question whether it is sup-
ported by an authorization in law. 

Having reviewed the amendment and 
entertained argument on the point of 
order, the Chair is unable to conclude 
that the item of appropriation con-
tained in the amendment is authorized 
in law. 

Under the precedents of July 12, 1995, 
as recorded in House Practice at page 
145, and July 16, 1997, an amendment 
adding matter at the pending portion 
of the bill to effect an indirect increase 
in an unauthorized amount permitted 
to remain in a portion of the bill al-
ready passed in the reading is not 
‘‘merely perfecting’’ for purposes of 
clause 2(a) of rule XXI. 

The Chair is therefore constrained to 
sustain the point of order under clause 
2(a) of rule XXI. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DICKS. I want to say how badly 
I feel about this because this Secure 
Rural Schools program is a very impor-
tant program in the northwest, as well 
as in California. But I just could not 
allow this amendment to come for a 
vote because it would have cut $425 
million out of this bill. 

b 1415 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Kansas. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, we have 
an issue pending which is going to 
come up, I think, rather quickly, from 
the gentleman from Oregon who is wor-
ried about the very same issue, and 
he’s coming at it from a slightly dif-
ferent angle. 

And, yes, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia was having offsets for his cuts, 
but I see no ill will in allowing the 
House to work its will on Mr. DOO-
LITTLE’s amendment, which affects 
Western States deeply. It’s very simi-
lar to what the gentleman from Oregon 
is also trying to do, so why don’t we 
just let both of them go, let the House 
work its will? 

Mr. DICKS. I regret that I can’t take 
that chance. If this amendment were 
enacted, it would have a devastating 
consequence on this bill. And it was 
subject to a point of order, and I had to 
insist on it. I regret that we have this 
controversy, but that’s the reality of 
the situation we’re in. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. TIAHRT. I’d like to yield to the 
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. WALDEN). 

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Mr. Chair-
man, I’d just like to express my deep 
disappointment that we’re not able to 
move forward on the gentleman’s 
amendment from California, and the 
peril that it may put the next amend-
ment in. 

If you want to talk about cuts in cri-
sis, you come out to rural Oregon, 
rural Washington, rural Northern Cali-
fornia, the areas that my friend and 
colleague from Washington knows all 
too well. 

The largest county in my district had 
15 or 16 libraries, all of which are now 
shuttered and closed because this Con-
gress and the last failed to reauthorize 
the Secure County Roads and Schools 
legislation that the Congress before, in 
2000, put into law. 

The effect of all that, and the effect 
of this not going forward is those coun-
ties have a 1-year stay of execution be-
cause in the emergency supplemental 
there was legislation that funded them 
for one more year. 

But as the good gentleman from 
Washington State knows, with the de-
cline in the timber industry, the de-
cline in harvest on Federal lands, these 
rural counties have been devastated. 

They have no tax base in some cases, 
or very little; 70, 80 percent of land 
mass is Federal lands. There’s been a 
commitment for 100 years by this Con-
gress to share revenues, and then those 
revenues went away. Law enforcement 
is going away. Basic services. You all 
would throw a fit if they went away in 
Washington, D.C. or any other urban 
area. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. I yield to 
the gentleman from Washington. 

Mr. DICKS. The point I’d like to 
make, this is an authorization prob-
lem. This isn’t supposed to be handled 
on the appropriations bill. We had an 
agreement that we would help you do 
this for 1 year, but then you would go 
back to the Natural Resources Com-
mittee and find the mandatory spend-
ing to offset this. This is not an appro-
priations matter. 

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Reclaiming 
my time, I understand, and I appre-
ciate what the gentleman has done to 
assist us in the past. My frustration is 
the one I have to share, because when 
I go home, people don’t understand 
why we can keep funding all these 
other things and can’t take care of sort 
of an organic funding issue that affects 
them deeply. 

The first bill I cosponsored in this 
Congress with my colleague from Or-
egon, Mr. DEFAZIO, and many others 
was to reauthorize this program. I be-
lieve the first letter I sent was to the 
new chairman of the Resources Com-
mittee begging for a hearing to reau-
thorize this program. 

The folks at home don’t understand 
this process, and sometimes neither do 
I. But if we have to bring down the 
House to try and get help to people 
who deserve it, then that’s what we’ll 
have to do. 

It’s really unfortunate that we would 
abrogate this commitment to these 
people in rural areas and not allow us 
at least to move forward, and certainly 
with the next amendment, which mere-
ly fixes a technical correction, allows 
the Resource advisory committees to 
go forward, but spends no money. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Reclaiming my time, I 
just want to point out to the chairman 
that we’re now picking winners and 
losers, and it’s an arbitrary decision. 
And if we allowed the House to work 
its will, I think the gentleman would 
be successful and his worries would be 
abated. 

But right now we’ve gone into this 
selection process of who’s going to win 
and who’s going to lose. The gentleman 
from California loses, the other gen-
tleman from Oregon wins. And I don’t 
think that’s right. I think we ought to 
have a consistent manner to move for-
ward. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. TIAHRT. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Washington. 

Mr. DICKS. The only thing I would 
say here is that you can raise a point of 
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order against the gentleman from Or-
egon’s amendment, but that is going to 
hurt the other gentleman from Oregon. 
I mean, this is a partial help as a place 
holder in this bill. 

And the distinguished chairman and I 
were just talking about we put $425 
million in the supplemental to take 
care of this problem. Now, you’ve got 
to go get this done in the authorization 
committee. And I’m not going to risk 
this bill, which we fought so hard to 
create, on a chance that we might pass 
this amendment and cut all this other 
spending that’s important in the bill to 
my constituents. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Well, reclaiming my 
time, Mr. Chairman, I believe that 
we’re being inconsistent here. And I 
would hope for some consistency in the 
way we administer these areas where 
we have a point of order that can be re-
served or can’t be reserved. I think you 
should let the House work its will. 

And when we make some winners 
that are chosen on your side, and then 
we arbitrarily choose not to allow Re-
publicans to have the same oppor-
tunity, I think it’s unfair. I would like 
some consistency in all the appropria-
tions bills and not just this one. 

And here we have a very critical need 
that affects both Republicans and 
Democrats. It’s a critical need in these 
areas. And as the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. DEFAZIO) can tell you, it’s 
going to be a big problem for him as 
well. So I just want some consistency 
here and allow the gentleman from 
California to have the House work its 
will. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Kansas’ time has expired. 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if 
somebody could call the Attending 
Physician’s office. I’m getting a bad 
case of whiplash here just listening to 
these arguments that run in opposite 
directions. 

I just heard the gentleman say a 
minute ago, and I must say, I’m sym-
pathetic to his problem, but I just 
heard him say a minute ago that he’s 
frustrated. Well, I’m frustrated too be-
cause, what I’d like to point out, as the 
President of the United States pointed 
out just a few weeks ago, is that the 
gentleman’s knocking on the wrong 
door. 

And with all due respect, when Mr. 
LEWIS was chairman of the Appropria-
tions Committee last year, it wasn’t 
his job to reauthorize this program. 
And as chairman of the committee this 
year, it isn’t my job to reauthorize this 
program. You need to go to the author-
izing committee. 

We have gotten dozens of lectures 
through the last month from Members 
on your side of the aisle who fuss and 
fume about individual earmarks that 
they say are not ‘‘authorized.’’ 

Well, this is a case where we on the 
committee are saying the following: 

you came to us last year. You said you 
couldn’t get the authorizing committee 
off its duff, and so you wanted some 
help to sustain this program until you 
could get them to reauthorize it. So 
even against the strong objection of 
the President of the United States, and 
the last time I looked, he was a Repub-
lican, even in the light of his objection, 
we put in over $400 million to create a 
bridge for you until you could get this 
problem resolved. 

Now, I’m sorry that this has not been 
reauthorized. You need to take that up 
with another committee. All I can tell 
you is that we’re taking time on this 
bill, on this amendment because you 
think somebody else, in some other 
committee, didn’t do their job. 

Well, you can’t have it both ways, 
and neither can we. So I would simply 
ask the gentleman to please go to the 
right committee. And I’d be happy to 
send them a letter. The fact is you’re 
taking up this committee’s time, and 
we’re getting squawks from Members 
on both sides of the aisle saying, ‘‘Why 
are you appropriators taking so blessed 
much time.’’ 

Well, with all due respect, it’s not 
the appropriators trying to take the 
time. It’s people who are not on the 
Appropriations Committee who are 
aiming at the wrong committee in 
their search of solution to a problem. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. OBEY. I would be happy to yield 
to my tire-changing friend from Kan-
sas. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, we have, 
I think, a real crisis in the rural areas, 
and I do not blame the Members for 
using every means available to them to 
try to solve the problems in their dis-
tricts. And I know it’s not your respon-
sibility to do it, but we’ve come 
through for these folks in the past, and 
I would just ask consideration in the 
future. 

Mr. OBEY. I understand. All I can 
say is, we did respond. We’ve just heard 
umpteen speakers on your side of the 
aisle kick the blazes out of us because 
they’re saying we’re spending too much 
money. And now you’re telling us that 
you’re unhappy because we’re not 
spending enough money on this pro-
gram, and we’re not even authorized to 
spend it. I have a difficult time fol-
lowing that logic. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Would the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. OBEY. Sure. 
Mr. TIAHRT. I understand the dif-

ficulty in it, but it was off-set. And the 
chairman of the Interior Committee 
did not like the offsets, and that’s why 
he pushed the point of order. But it’s 
just a different priority. And I have to 
say that is a pretty high priority. 

I yield back. 
Mr. OBEY. I understand. And I’m 

more than willing to cooperate be-
cause, unlike some people in this Con-
gress, I recognize this is all one coun-
try. And we’ve got an obligation to rec-
ognize different needs and different de-

mands in different districts. I wish we 
had the same courtesy extended to us 
by certain other Members of the body. 

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OBEY. I yield to the gentleman 
from Oregon. 

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. I thank the 
chairman, and I’ve commended him be-
fore for his work in our behalf in this 
very difficult problem we face in the 
rural areas. And you’ve been terrific to 
work with. You’ve been most generous, 
not only with your time, but with your 
assistance. And I supported you and 
that bill when it came before, in oppo-
sition to my own President, and would 
continue to do so, because I know who 
sent me here, and I know what they 
want. And you may have missed my 
earlier comments. 

Mr. OBEY. No, I have been watching 
them on television. 

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. I’m sorry 
you’ve had to put up with me there. 
The point is, I’ve done everything I can 
to try and get the committee that I 
served on for 8 years to even hold a 
hearing to reauthorize this bill. When I 
was on that committee in 2005 and 
chaired the Forestry Subcommittee, 
we marked up a reauthorization in 2005 
by March, and we passed it out of the 
committee by June. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gentle-
man’s time has expired. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Is the gen-
tleman the designee of Mr. LEWIS? 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. I do so to 
yield to those who would like to con-
tinue this conversation. I’m glad to 
yield to the gentleman from California 
(Mr. DOOLITTLE). 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I very much appre-
ciate that. I’d like to ask Chairman 
OBEY a question, if I may. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. By way of 
me, certainly. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Actually, I want to 
ask you one too, so I’m glad you’re 
both up here. 

Mr. Chairman, you have worked with 
us and tried to help us, and I would 
agree with Mr. WALDEN on that. 

You were kind enough to offer some-
thing a minute ago that I’d just like 
to, if I may, accept that offer. You said 
you would write a letter to the chair-
man of the authorizing, the respective 
authorizing committees, which I think 
are both Resources and Agriculture in 
this case. 

Could we, and with our ranking mem-
ber, could I invite both you gentlemen 
to maybe submit such a letter to the 
relevant authorizing committee chair-
men? I think that would be a step in 
the right direction here. 

Mr. OBEY. If the gentleman will 
yield. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. I yield, cer-
tainly. 
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Mr. OBEY. I will be happy to try to 

assist the gentleman in any way that 
makes clear that the authorizing com-
mittees need to act, because this is not 
a matter under the jurisdiction of the 
Appropriations Committee. I’ve only 
been around here 38 years; and on occa-
sions, believe it or not, I’ve seen an au-
thorizing committee object when the 
Appropriations Committee invades its 
jurisdiction. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. And I appreciate 
that. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. I continue 
to yield. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Thank you, sir. 
The problem we have had is, frankly, 
the authorizing committees, for what-
ever reason, have chosen not to act. 
And in that vacuum we’ve been faced 
with a crisis of what do we do with the 
teacher being laid off or in Oregon’s 
case with people being let out of the 
county jails because they’re lacking 
this funding. We’ve had to come up 
with some extraordinary ways to re-
spond to it. 

Mr. OBEY. Would the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Certainly. 
Happy to yield. 

Mr. OBEY. Let me simply say, I 
would not say that it’s fair to charac-
terize the authorizing committees as 
refusing to move. We have only been in 
charge of this Congress for the last 6 
months, and there have been a few 
other basic priorities, including reau-
thorization of the basic farm bill that 
I’m sure have occupied the authorizers. 
I thank the gentleman for the time. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. I’ll be 
happy to continue to yield, but I’d like 
to take some time as well. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I didn’t mean to 
imply, Mr. Chairman, that this was 
just this Congress’ authorizing com-
mittees. I’m reaching back in time to 
include the previous Congress as well. 

b 1430 

It did pass out of the Resources Com-
mittee. And I think the bill passed out 
handily. But it never cleared the other 
committee. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, reclaiming my time, I find this 
conversation to be very interesting, 
and I noted that there is a tendency 
not to accept authorizing language in 
this instance because of a very specific 
problem, and because the authorizing 
committee has not acted. I, frankly, 
think there are a number of cir-
cumstances, including the next amend-
ment that is even more significantly 
an authorizing problem that probably 
ought to be stricken as well. But if we 
are going to be consistent here, let’s be 
consistent. And, indeed, I would be 
more than willing to join my colleague 
in communicating with the authorizing 
chairman in connection with this. But 
perhaps the time to draw a line is now 
and say we are not going to authorize 
in this bill and then see how they re-
spond to us. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON-LEE OF 
TEXAS 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment offered by Ms. JACKSON-LEE of 
Texas: 

At the end of bill (before the short title), 
insert the following: 

The amount otherwise provided in this Act 
for ‘‘The Historic Preservation Fund’’ is 
hereby decreased by $1,000,000 and increased 
by $1,000,000. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 26, 2007, the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Texas. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself such time as 
I may consume. 

Just a few minutes ago, the full com-
mittee Chair mentioned the value of 
this bill, and I salute the appropri-
ators, the chairman and ranking mem-
ber of the subcommittee, for the val-
iant effort that they have made, 
whether it is about hazardous toxic 
cleanup; Superfund sites; national 
parks; historic preservation, where $102 
million is appropriated, $30 million 
over the budget of the President, $30 
million over the 2007 mark and $20 mil-
lion above the President’s request. This 
is a very good effort, and I want to 
thank Mr. TIAHRT and I want to thank 
the chairman of the subcommittee and 
both the chairman and ranking mem-
ber of the full committee. 

The chairman of the subcommittee 
just a moment ago mentioned the 
words ‘‘downward trend’’ in the budget 
process as another amendment was 
being debated. I want to bring to the 
attention of my colleagues the down-
ward trend of historic preservation 
around America. 

My amendment is simple. It is to en-
courage through reprogramming the 
National Historic Preservation Fund 
and the Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation to redouble their efforts 
to assist State and local governments 
and community groups in identifying 
and working to preserve nationally sig-
nificant sites, structures, and artifacts, 
particularly those relating to commu-
nities founded by newly emancipated 
slaves such as Freedmen’s Town in 
Houston, Texas, or Tulsa in Oklahoma 
or the work that was done to serve the 
pre-Civil War and post-Civil War man-
sions in Savannah, Georgia, or the 
meat packing area in New York. We 
have to be able to stand for preserva-
tion in the face of urban renewal, in 
the face of urban infrastructure that 
has to be done. 

I am hoping the reprogramming of $1 
million will help communities like 
Freedmen’s Town, help the city of 
Houston to realize that we mean busi-
ness and the acknowledgment of the 

importance of historic preservation. 
This is the historic Fourth Ward. These 
are the cobblestone streets that have 
been laid by the hands of slaves. And 
just a few days ago, we commemorated 
emancipation. These are the remaining 
churches where pastors have dedicated 
their congregations and their moneys 
and themselves to historic preserva-
tion. These are the streets that have 
been disrupted. 

And what we are hoping by this 
amendment is that the present project 
of infrastructure work for clean water, 
which is crucially important, can be 
done by the work or the analysis of an 
engineer that says you can do this on a 
sidewalk and preserve these cobble-
stone bricks that were laid by hand by 
34 freed slaves who were bricklayers at 
that time. We know that the repetition 
of disrupting these bricks will destroy 
them forever, and there is a commu-
nity that desires to have this pre-
served. This amendment, which is a re-
programming, emphasizes the impor-
tance of this. 

Let us not have a downward trend, if 
you will, of historic preservation. 
Many Members have come to the floor 
with issues of value around Interior 
and Environment. We want the envi-
ronment to be safe, but we want the 
historic environment to be preserved 
for those who are a valuable part of the 
historical story of America. 

So I would ask my colleagues to sup-
port this amendment. It is crucial to 
the Freedmen’s Town community in 
Houston, but it is crucial to the Tulsa 
story in Oklahoma. It is crucial to the 
story of Chicago, crucial to Savannah, 
crucial to New York, and many other 
States where we have systematically 
ignored the historic preservation of our 
Nation. Who will tell our children the 
story? I am fighting in Houston. Others 
are fighting elsewhere. This amend-
ment is to create the historical record, 
the legislative record, that we are com-
mitted to. 

Let me thank the committee for its 
commitment. We know the fund is siz-
able, but this is an important step. And 
the funding that was given is an impor-
tant affirmation of historic preserva-
tion, particularly when engineers rec-
ognize that you can construct infra-
structure work and preserve the his-
toric identity of this community. 

Thank you for this opportunity to speak in 
support of my amendment to H.R. 2643, the 
Interior and Environment Appropriations Act of 
2008, and to commend Chairman DICKS and 
Ranking Member TIAHRT for their leadership in 
shepherding this bill through the legislative 
process. Among other agencies, this legisla-
tion funds the U.S. Forest Service, the Na-
tional Park System, and the Smithsonian Insti-
tution, which operates our national museums, 
including the National Zoo. Most Americans do 
not know that this bill also funds a very special 
agency, the National Trust for Historic Preser-
vation, and its adjunct, the Advisory Council 
on Historic Preservation. 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment is simple but 
it sends a very important message from the 
Congress of the United States. The purpose of 
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my amendment is to encourage the National 
Historic Preservation Fund and the Advisory 
Council on Historic Preservation to redouble 
their efforts to assist state and local govern-
ments and community groups in identifying 
and working to preserve nationally significant 
sites, structures, and artifacts, particularly 
those relating to communities founded by 
newly emancipated slaves, such as Freed-
men’s Town in Houston, Texas. 

Mr. Chairman, just west of downtown Hous-
ton lies the Fourth Ward. It is the city’s oldest 
Black community. But before it was the Fourth 
Ward, this community was known by its origi-
nal name, Freedmen’s Town, given by freed 
slaves who settled it shortly after receiving the 
news of their emancipation on Juneteenth. 

Initially located where Allen Parkway Village 
now stands, Freedmen’s Town was estab-
lished immediately after the Civil War, when 
many farmers gave or sold their truck farms 
and property to freed slaves. Freedmen’s 
Town prospered during the turn of the century. 

Economic, community, and social develop-
ment were at a peak until local government 
became threatened by the prosperity of this 
area and its residents. In the 1920s, Freed-
men’s Town was the ‘‘Harlem of the South-
west.’’ The area was filled with many res-
taurants, jazz spots, and night clubs. These 
establishments were frequently visited by 
Houston’s white citizens as well. West Dallas 
was the community’s main commercial strip. 

As the years passed and with the coming of 
integration, many Freedmen’s Town residents 
began to move toward Texas Southern Uni-
versity, in the Third Ward, and other areas of 
the city, such as Studewood, South Park, Riv-
erside Terrace, Kashmere Gardens, and Acres 
Homes. And the size and population of Freed-
men’s Town began to shrink. Much of this was 
due to construction in the late 1930s against 
the wishes of Blacks here, which continued to 
sever the historical neighborhood, divided 
nearly at midpoint by the addition of the Gulf 
Freeway. 

The struggle for justice by community resi-
dents and leadership is only one facet of 
Freedmen’s Town’s rich and colorful past, 
which is still home to many significant histor-
ical landmarks and features. Hand-laid brick 
streets, constructed by Rev. Jeremiah and his 
congregation over half a century ago, still run 
through the area. Houston’s first cemetery, 
Founder’s Cemetery at Valentine and West 
Dallas, contains the graves of military men 
who fought in the Civil War, as well as the his-
torical remains of John and Augustus Allen, 
the founders of Houston. 

Immediately adjacent to Founder’s Ceme-
tery stands the ‘‘Hanging Tree’’ where several 
Blacks were hanged. During World War I, 
Camp Logan, located just west of Freedmen’s 
Town, was the site of the worst race war in 
the city’s history—the ‘‘Camp Logan War’’ in 
August of 1917. 

Behind Founder’s Cemetery lies Congrega-
tion Beth Israel, the oldest Jewish cemetery in 
Houston, which is beautifully maintained to 
this day. Among other historical churches in 
the area, Antioch Missionary Baptist Church 
built in 1866 continues to be a major focal 
point of Freedmen’s Town, though it has been 
relocated from its original site on ‘‘Baptist Hill’’ 
where the Music Hall and Coliseum now 
stand. 

Reverend John Jack Yates, the first Black 
pastor of Antioch, was a dynamic and influen-

tial leader known for his deep commitment to 
the education of Black youngsters. He often 
used his personal finances to send Freed-
men’s Town children to school. Today, Jack 
Yates High School in the Third Ward stands in 
his honor. 

Of the houses that Reverend Yates built, 
only the one he built for his brother remains at 
1314 Andrews. Yates’ historical homestead at 
1318 Andrews, believed to be the oldest two- 
story home built by an African American 
owner, was moved to Sam Houston Park 
(ironically, a park commemorating a slave- 
owner), while the house at 1204 Wilson was 
demolished by the City of Houston in 1986. 
Further plans promoted under the name of 
‘‘Founders Park’’ so threatened the historical 
preservation of Freedmen’s Town that out-
raged residents and leadership organized op-
position through the Freedmen’s Town Neigh-
borhood Association to defeat the plans of 
outside private interests. However, the con-
stant encroachment on Freedmen’s Town and 
Fourth Ward continues to date with the plans 
of the Houston Renaissance and private de-
velopers. 

Although Freedmen’s Town is a nationally 
registered historical site, and the largest intact 
freed slave settlement left in the entire Nation, 
its official designation protects only 40 of the 
80 blocks or more of the remaining Freed-
men’s Town area. 

To preserve what remains of Freedmen’s 
Town will require the combined efforts of com-
munity groups working with local, State, and 
Federal Government to reach a consensus of 
projects worthy of preservation. 

One such project for Freedmen’s Town is 
the ‘‘Bricks Street Project,’’ which is intended 
to preserve the original brick pavers of Freed-
men’s Town along Andrews Street and Wilson 
Street. These streets have been found to con-
tain brick pavers patterns which may be 
unique to the Freedmen’s Town area, and are 
consistent with brick patterns seen on archi-
tectural features located in the Historic District. 
Oral histories indicate the possibility that por-
tions of the iron rails which once carried a 
Freedmen’s Town trolley car may still remain 
in situ in the rail track ways. 

Three of these community groups include 
the Rutherford BH Yates Museum, Inc., which 
has played a leading part in promoting the 
Bricks Street Project; the Resident Council of 
Allen Parkway Village, which works to educate 
the public on issues of Federal housing and 
historical preservation laws; and the Freed-
men’s Town Association, founded for the pur-
pose of assuring the active and effective par-
ticipation of current residents in planning the 
preservation, restoration, and development of 
the area, especially in the area of business 
and private home ownership. 

Mr. Chairman, hearts break when irreplace-
able structures are destroyed or damaged be-
yond repair, instead of preserved and pro-
tected as they deserve. A plaque pointing out 
‘‘on this site a great building once stood’’ sim-
ply cannot tell the story in whole or in full. 
Equally tragic is the loss of traditions: a way 
of living or crafting wood or farming, of cele-
brating holidays or worshiping or feasting on 
‘‘Juneteenth’’ cuisine. The preservation and 
perpetuation of artifacts as well as traditions is 
important to telling the story of the people who 
settled a community. By protecting the build-
ings, landscape or special places and qualities 
that attract visitors, we preserve our history for 
future generations. 

For all these reasons, Mr. Chairman, I urge 
adoption of my amendment and thank Chair-
man DICKS and Ranking Member TIAHRT for 
their courtesies, consideration, and very fine 
work in putting together this excellent legisla-
tion. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Is there ob-
jection to the request of the gentleman 
from New Mexico? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 

Chairman, I would say that on behalf 
of the majority, we would accept the 
gentlewoman’s amendment and would 
be willing to work with her closely on 
it. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. I yield to 
the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, I was 
just curious as to which line this 
amount was coming from and where it 
is going to because the amendment I 
have just says it decreases $1 million 
and it increases $1 million. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. I yield to 
the gentlewoman from Texas. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Chairman, it goes right into the same 
appropriations, historic State offices, 
but it doesn’t take any money out 
without putting it right back in. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Okay. I have no prob-
lem with that. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Chairman, I want to thank the gen-
tleman for accepting the amendment, 
and I look forward to working with 
committee and working with the chair-
man on this important historical state-
ment and language as we move forward 
to conference. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, if the gentlewoman will 
yield, the chairman and ranking mem-
ber look forward to working with the 
gentlewoman on this very important 
issue. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank the gentleman and 
ask my colleagues to support this 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. 
JACKSON-LEE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 17 OFFERED BY MR. INSLEE 

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 17 offered by Mr. INSLEE: 
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TITLE ll—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 

PROVISIONS 
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 

in this Act may be used to issue any permit 
for, or otherwise approve or allow, importa-
tion of any polar bear or polar bear part 
under section 104(c)(5)(A) of the Marine 
Mammal Protection Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 
1374(c)(5)(A)). 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 26, 2007, the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. INSLEE) and the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. TIAHRT) each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Washington. 

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, behold 
the polar bear Ursus maritimus, one of 
the most magnificent creatures on 
earth, legendary in its strength and to 
date its survival. 

But today its survival is at great 
risk. It deserves the protection of the 
Marine Mammal Protection Act, and it 
does not have it. 

Today we seek to close the loophole 
that alone amongst marine mammals 
allows the importation of bear heads, 
bearskins, bear claws in opposition to 
the basic concept of the Marine Mam-
mal Protection Act. And we do so be-
cause this animal certainly is at risk. 
It is at risk because where there is no 
ice, there are no polar bears. This crea-
ture is dependent on the ice, and the 
ice is disappearing. That is what has 
led the Bush administration’s Sec-
retary of Interior to propose to list it 
as a threatened species. 

But it gets worse. If you look at what 
the future is going to bring this bear, 
by 2040 the recent studies indicate that 
there will be no meaningful sea ice in 
the Arctic ocean by 2040 upon which 
these bears depend for their survival. 

Now, we have folks who do enjoy tro-
phy hunting in the United States, and 
there is nothing wrong with hunting or 
any suggestion of that in this amend-
ment. But the truth is this: At this mo-
ment of risk to these bears, polar bear 
cubs need their parents in their dens 
more than we need polar bearskins in 
our dens. And this will simply close 
that loophole to remove that lack of 
protection from these animals. 

Now, these animals are not threat-
ened just in the United States. The on-
going trophy hunt is going on in Can-
ada, where the International Polar 
Bear Community has found that at 
least half of the specific populations of 
polar bears are at great risk for extinc-
tion. And we know that hunters can be 
a force for conservation. We know they 
help provide habitat for ducks with 
Ducks Unlimited. 

But the fact of the matter is, is that 
with a bullet to a bear, you cannot con-
serve it. And the fact of the matter is 
that the $750 permits that go to this 
bear hunt cannot solve the problem of 
global warming. And we stand here 
today to say that we ought to have the 
same level of American national com-
mitment to the polar bears’ continued 
survival as we have had for the bald 
eagle. And if we demonstrate that com-

mitment, our grandchildren will enjoy 
these polar bears. And if we do not, 
they will not. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. LOBIONDO). 

Mr. LOBIONDO. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in strong support of the Inslee amend-
ment. 

This amendment would restore a ban 
on taking polar bear parts and import-
ing them into the United States, a ban 
that was in place for 22 years. As Mr. 
INSLEE indicated, it was right around 
the end of last year when the Secretary 
of Interior and U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
service surprised many of us by pro-
posing to list the polar bears as threat-
ened under the Endangered Species 
Act. They have now taken public com-
ments and must issue a final decision 
by December, 2008. At the very least, 
stemming the tide of polar bear im-
ports, imports, I stress, until this deci-
sion is made makes sense. 

Those who oppose the amendment 
would like to use the argument that 
this is all about restricting the right to 
hunt. It is not. If it were, I would not 
be standing here in support of it. I re-
member fondly, with my dad, my cous-
ins, my uncles, hunting as a young 
man, and I don’t believe this restricts 
the right of hunting. 

So I would ask my colleagues to 
think seriously about the importance 
of this amendment and to give it their 
utmost consideration and strong sup-
port. 

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
to the gentleman from Utah (Mr. 
BISHOP) for a brief question. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
the simple question I have is the pic-
ture of the polar bear that is down 
there, that is not, by any chance, new, 
is it? 

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, this is 
an old polar bear species that has been 
around here for centuries, and the ice 
is melting under its feet. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 seconds to 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
WHITFIELD). 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to thank the gentleman for offer-
ing this amendment. 

It is illegal to hunt polar bears in 
America today except for subsistence. 
You cannot do trophy hunting of polar 
bears today. So what happened is you 
have wealthy American hunters that 
go to Canada. They pay $30,000 to kill a 
polar bear for one reason, and that rea-
son is to cut its head off, send it back 
to America, and put it above their fire-
place. 

There are only 20,000 to 25,000 polar 
bears left in America. This amendment 
simply prohibits funds from being used 
to permit these wealthy hunters from 
sending polar bear parts back to the 
U.S. 

We should protect polar bears. This 
amendment is the right approach to 
take. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to this amendment. 

Under the current law, the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service permits, under 
very stringent rules, the importation 
of bear parts for trophies. But this is 
only allowed from an approved man-
agement area in Canada. 

b 1445 

Importation from other countries is 
prohibited because they are covered by 
the CITES, or Convention on Inter-
national Trade and Endangered Spe-
cies. 

Also allowed under current law, 
other exemptions are permitted, but 
limited to Native American purposes, 
for medicines, for religious reasons and 
for certain scientific purposes. All of 
these require a permit from the Fish 
and Wildlife Service. And as far as the 
committee knows, the Fish and Wild-
life Service is doing a very good job. 

I also have a letter from the Cana-
dian embassy. The Canadian Govern-
ment is opposed to banning the polar 
bear trophy imports. Canada has 
strong opposition to this amendment, 
where two-thirds of the world’s polar 
bear population exists. Now they’re 
studying this through their endangered 
species group. We are studying this, as 
far as America is concerned, under our 
Endangered Species Act. And these two 
reviews are just about to be done. So 
this amendment is actually premature. 
And knowing that these two studies 
are pending, the Canadian Government 
has decided to oppose this. So I think 
this is premature. It should probably 
wait until next year, or they should 
just wait until the governments of the 
United States and Canada come to a 
conclusion. 

Also, I want to note for the record 
that there are groups that are opposed 
to this amendment. These groups, be-
sides the Canadian Government, in-
clude the U.S. Sportsmen’s Alliance, 
the Association of Fish and Wildlife 
Agencies, the National Rifle Associa-
tion, Boone & Crockett Club, Congres-
sional Sportsmen Foundation, the Con-
servation Force, the North American 
Bear Foundation and the Wildlife Man-
agement Institute, among others. 

So I think it is very important that 
we allow top scientists in both the 
United States Geological Survey and 
the Fish and Wildlife Service do their 
polar bear population studies and see 
what problems exist before we start to 
limit what’s going on under the cur-
rent situation. So I think it’s pre-
mature. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. KING). 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from Kansas for yielding. 

I have listened to the opening of this 
debate, and I think sometimes we get a 
little bit confused about what it is 
about. But there is plenty of evidence 
out here and plenty of support out here 
that the polar bear population is not 
threatened. There is a healthy popu-
lation of 25,000 worldwide, I think. And 
contrary to the gentleman’s remarks 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 03:32 Jun 28, 2007 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00034 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A27JN7.012 H27JNPT1cn
oe

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

_C
N



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7241 June 27, 2007 
about it being in America, it’s globally, 
that population; and that it has been 
carefully studied, and that the permits 
that are issued generate funds for Na-
tive North Americans as well as funds 
to help sustain the polar bear popu-
lation. 

I think what this debate is about, and 
I can’t question, certainly, anybody 
motives, but I can tell you what I got 
here. I got an announcement that said: 
‘‘This recorded vote will be scored on 
the 2007 Humane Society scorecard.’’ 

So I look at the information that I 
see, and much of it is source from that 
Web page, which I happened to have 
printed as well. 

But I think the debate is a broader 
debate than the debate of the welfare 
of the polar bear. I think this debate is 
about, and I am going to broaden this, 
‘‘the incremental implementation of 
global vegetarianism.’’ That’s the big 
picture. And the second picture is, ban 
sport hunting. And the third picture is, 
ban livestock production and feeding. 
And the fourth picture is, ban the con-
sumption of meat. All that stuff fits 
within this big umbrella. This is one 
component of the much broader pic-
ture. 

But if you take it back down to the 
issue that was raised, and another one 
is using the canard of global warming 
being the issue, well, it actually works 
against you, gentlemen. If you’re wor-
ried about global warming and if you’re 
worried about the habitat for polar 
bears being diminished by global 
warming, then humane hunting would 
be the thing to do as the habitat dimin-
ishes to make sure they had a healthy 
habitat for them to roam on. That’s 
not the case. It’s a canard, not a rea-
son. And it’s not an environmental rea-
son. It’s a broader agenda, through 
which the environmental and global 
warming agenda fits. 

So this is sound science that holds 
this up on this side. And sports hunting 
is a good way to manage population. 

I would urge the defeat of this 
amendment. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, may I 
inquire how much time is remaining. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman has 1 minute remaining, and 
the gentleman from Washington has 15 
seconds. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the requisite number of words. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Washington is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. KIND). 

Mr. KIND. I want to thank my friend 
from Washington for yielding me this 
time. And, unfortunately, I rise in op-
position to the amendment. 

I have had numerous conversations 
with Mr. INSLEE, who I consider one of 
my closest friends and colleagues in 
the House, and I certainly understand 
the appreciation that he has in light of 

the challenges we face with global 
warming and the potential impact it’s 
going to have on polar bears. But as 
one of the cochairs of the Congres-
sional Sportsmen’s Caucus in the 
House, we think this amendment is un-
necessary and, in fact, counter-
productive. 

I contacted the Canadian embassy 
and the Canadian Government, who op-
poses the amendment. They say it 
would risk crucial conservation fund-
ing streams and habitat protections for 
the very polar bears that we’re all in-
terested in protecting. Also, our own 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service opposes 
this, again because of the cooperative 
alliance that we’ve established not 
only with Canadian officials in the 
proper wildlife management of this 
special species, but the fees collected 
from hunting that go right back into a 
conservation program that the U.S. 
and Russia have partnered with in 
order to enhance the protection and 
the growth of this population. 

Now, I’ve got a letter from the Cana-
dian Government, as well as from the 
Association of Fish and Wildlife Agen-
cies, that I will submit for the RECORD 
that states forth more fully the science 
behind their calculation and the lim-
ited number of permits that they’re al-
lowing in Canada. 

ASSOCIATION OF FISH 
& WILDLIFE AGENCIES, 

Washington, DC, June 22, 2007. 
DEAR MEMBER OF CONGRESS: The Associa-

tion of Fish and Wildlife Agencies strongly 
opposes H.R. 2327, the so-called ‘‘Polar Bear 
Protection Act’’, both as a stand-alone bill 
and as an amendment to any other legisla-
tion. This bill, which would ban the importa-
tion of trophies of polar bears legally taken 
from polar bear populations in Canada, will 
further complicate polar bear management 
and not contribute to polar bear sustain-
ability. 

The Association was founded in 1902 as an 
inter-governmental organization of public 
agencies charged with the protection and 
management of North America’s fish and 
wildlife resources. The Association’s mem-
bers include the fish and wildlife agencies of 
the states, provinces, as well as federal gov-
ernment agencies in the United States and 
Canada. The Association provides a forum 
for hundreds of senior level fish and wildlife 
public agency biologists across North Amer-
ica to develop positions on public policy 
issues involving wildlife conservation. The 
Association has been instrumental in pro-
moting sound resource management and 
strengthening federal, state, and private co-
operation in protecting and managing fish 
and wildlife and their habitats in the public 
interest. 

This legislation would diminish the bear’s 
value to the local communities which depend 
on hunts by United States hunters for in-
come. We know from long experience that 
most successful wildlife conservation pro-
grams have, at their core, value to local peo-
ple and communities. We are advised by our 
Canadian colleagues that many native com-
munities earnestly engage Canada’s polar 
bear management programs because these 
animals have value—funding schools, com-
munity centers, etc. in those northern com-
munities. This legislation, if passed and en-
acted, would just add to the list of other fac-
tors already complicating polar bear man-
agement—melting ice pack, warming seas 
and loss of snow cover. 

The Marine Mammal Protection Act pre-
requisite that imports come from certified 
stocks is an important tool for those biolo-
gists working with these local communities 
to regulate the harvest of the various polar 
bear populations. These carefully set and in-
tensely monitored harvests are critical for 
the local community and are an important 
negotiating tool for the biologists. Science- 
informed regulated hunting ensures sustain-
ability of polar bear populations. 

Passage of this bill would not result in the 
taking of fewer polar bears; it will just com-
plicate the work of those trying to conserve 
them. We urge that you not favorably con-
sider H.R. 2327 either as a stand-alone bill or 
as an amendment to other legislation. Thank 
you for your sincere consideration of our 
perspectives. 

Sincerely, 
MATT HOGAN, 

Executive Director. 

CANADIAN EMBASSY, 
Washington, DC, June 25, 2007. 

Hon. JAY INSLEE, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. FRANK A. LOBIONDO, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVES INSLEE AND 
LOBIONDO: I am writing regarding your 
amendment to ban the importation of polar 
bear trophies from Canada, which I under-
stand may be offered to the Department of 
the Interior, Environment and Related Agen-
cies Appropriations Act 2008, when the 
spending bill is considered on the floor of the 
House this week. I would like to express Can-
ada’s strong opposition to such an amend-
ment for the reasons outlined below. 

Canada is home to two thirds of the world’s 
polar bear population. There is broad con-
sensus among scientists that climate warm-
ing is negatively impacting Arctic sea ice, 
however, these impacts occur at different 
rates and times in different Arctic regions. 
The Committee on the Status of Endangered 
Wildlife in Canada, an independent scientific 
body, is currently assessing the status of 
polar bears and will submit its conclusions 
to the Government of Canada in 2008. Based 
on that assessment, consideration will be 
given whether to list polar bears under the 
federal Species at Risk Act. 

I understand that the United States is also 
reviewing the status of polar bears under the 
U.S. Endangered Species Act (ESA). Canada 
has made a submission in the U.S. review 
and is working with other polar bear range 
nations on issues related to polar bear re-
search and management. Any action, such as 
that proposed in the amendment is pre-
mature and should at least await the out-
come of the two reviews. 

I would also like to take this opportunity 
to clarify that the annual harvesting of polar 
bears in Canada is strictly regulated within 
scientifically determined sustainable levels. 
Northern Communities receiving a share of 
the annual quota allocate their share be-
tween subsistence hunting and sports hunt-
ing, Removal of the sports hunting exemp-
tion from the Marine Mammal Protection 
Act will have no impact on the numbers har-
vested but will cause economic hardship to 
Canadian Northern indigenous communities. 
Finally. I would point out that the export of 
polar bears from Canada is governed by the 
provisions of the Convention on Inter-
national Trade in Endangered Species 
(CITES), of which Canada and the United 
States are both signatories. 

The Government of Canada takes seriously 
its internationa1 obligations with respcct to 
the conservation of polar bears and their 
habitat, inc1uding under the International 
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Agreement on the Conservation of Polar 
Bears which was signed by all five polar bear 
nations, including Canada and the United 
States. 

The Embassy staff remains available to 
meet with your staff to discuss these issues 
further. 

Yours sincerely, 
MICHAEL WILSON, 

Ambassador. 

But this would also, I believe, not re-
duce the number of polar bears har-
vested. There is a certain number, 
again based on scientific studies in 
Canada, that go to native tribes in 
northern Canada for their management 
and use. If it’s not hunters using it, the 
natives will use it. So this will not in 
any way diminish the number of polar 
bears being legally hunted right now in 
Canada. 

I would ask my colleagues, take a 
look at the ‘‘Dear Colleagues’’ that 
we’ve submitted as part of the Sports-
men’s Caucus setting forth more fully 
an explanation of why we oppose the 
amendment. And I would encourage 
our colleagues to oppose this amend-
ment. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Okla-
homa (Mr. BOREN). 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Chair 
will notify Members that debate on a 
pro forma amendment is not con-
trolled. 

Mr. DICKS. Okay. So I just yield? 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. Yes. 
Mr. DICKS. Can you let me know 

when 1 minute is gone? 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Chair 

will let the gentleman know. 
Mr. BOREN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 

opposition to the Inslee amendment. 
This amendment would ban the impor-
tation of trophies taken legally from 
healthy polar bear populations in Can-
ada. 

Removing incentives for U.S. hunters 
to hunt polar bear in Canada would do 
nothing to reduce the number of polar 
bear harvested in Canada. It would just 
lessen the resources that can be used 
for conservation and management of 
these species. 

Similar to all wildlife conservation 
funding, U.S. hunters support polar 
bear conservation through fees that 
they pay. Permit fees directly support 
polar bear research and conservation in 
the United States and Russia. 

Mr. Chairman, this management 
practice that has occurred in places 
like Canada has contributed to the re-
bound of the population of the polar 
bear for numbers somewhere around 
6,000 to 20,000 today. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment would do nothing for 
conservation of polar bears. It is sim-
ply one step further in the campaign to 
ban hunting. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I now will 
yield my remaining time to Mr. INS-
LEE, and I rise in strong support of his 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman has 2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 
seconds to Mr. FERGUSON. 

Mr. FERGUSON. I want to thank my 
friend from Washington and my friend 
from New Jersey, and others, for sup-
porting this amendment. 

I also rise in strong support of this 
amendment today. We can see here a 
picture of a beautiful polar bear. Re-
cently, the polar bear was listed as 
threatened under our Endangered Spe-
cies Act. I don’t believe that allowing 
hunters to obtain permits to hunt 
these animals and bring them into our 
country is a responsible environmental 
policy, with the loss of habitat that 
these animals are enduring. And with a 
30 percent population decline predicted 
in the next 35 to 50 years, we ought to 
be doing everything in our power to 
preserve this species, and this amend-
ment seeks to do just that. 

It is our responsibility to create re-
sponsible environmental policies to 
protect our planet for future genera-
tions, and I think this amendment does 
exactly that. 

Mr. INSLEE. I would like to address 
this canard that this is an anti-hunting 
amendment. 

In fact, Americans enjoy passing 
down the tradition of hunting to their 
kids, their sons and daughters; and 
that tradition should be able to con-
tinue. But if the prey is gone, there is 
no hunting. And if we don’t get serious 
about recovering polar bears, we will 
not be able to hunt anything because 
they will not exist. And if we don’t stop 
this loophole which allows importing 
polar bear heads, contrary to the Ma-
rine Mammal Protection Act, we can-
not tell our children we are serious 
about recovering this species. 

Listen to the science. In 40 years will 
there will be no polar ice cap. And 
shooting polar bears and putting them 
in our dens in Texas or any other great 
State in this country is not consistent 
with what we did for the American bald 
eagle. And if we work together, hunt-
ers, nonhunters, left and right, east 
and west, we can accomplish this goal. 
But I’m suggesting this is a common-
sense measure to close this loophole 
and listen to the science. 

These species are going to have a 30 
percent decline in the next 30 years. 
Three of the six Canadian groups that 
are already hunted are deemed at risk 
by the international scientific commu-
nity. 

I don’t know what the Canadians are 
thinking. It’s a great country; they’re 
the greatest ice hockey teams in the 
world. But maybe they haven’t got the 
best polar bear policy like we do in the 
good old USA. 

Enforce the Marine Mammal Protec-
tion Act. Bring some common sense. 
Tell our kids we’re going to keep these 
species available to them and pass this 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Chair 
will remind the gentleman from Wash-
ington that he has 15 seconds remain-
ing in his previous time which he may 
wish to reserve to close. 

Mr. INSLEE. I will reserve to close. 
Mr. TIAHRT. I just want to remind 

the gentleman from Washington, it’s 
not a loophole, it’s the law today. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to yield 
30 seconds to the gentleman from Utah 
(Mr. BISHOP). 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Let me just say 
I appreciate the gentleman rep-
resenting this picture of a polar bear. 
It’s not Knut. Knut, of course, is the 
infamous polar bear cub the animal 
rights groups who support this amend-
ment wanted the Berlin Zoo to kill as 
opposed to allow it to live in captivity. 
I’m glad it’s not the same one. 

This amendment does nothing to pre-
serve polar bears. It’s not about preser-
vation, especially when it cuts con-
servation funds in the process. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the balance of my time to the gen-
tleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG). 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I am thankful 
for the comments of the previous 
speaker, and of course the ranking 
member. I’m disappointed in those that 
are offering this amendment. 

The supporters of this amendment 
and the proposer of this amendment 
like to believe that Chicken Little 
threats have been thrown about. In-
stead of the sky falling, it’s the Earth 
warming, and bears are in extreme dan-
ger of extinction and we must act now. 
I just heard that speaker from Wash-
ington say that. 

Let’s take care. Polar bears are not 
threatened; they’re not endangered. 
The worldwide population of polar 
bears is around 30,000. While there may 
be polar bear populations feeling the 
effects of a warming climate, and I say 
‘‘may,’’ we need to remember these 
species have survived past warming cy-
cles. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
to the gentleman from Alaska. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. This species is 
not at the end of its rope, contrary to 
those who proposed this amendment. 
Thirteen of the 19 polar bear popu-
lations are under the jurisdiction of 
Canada. Canada has one of the best 
management programs, using state-of- 
art scientific practices to manage 
these populations. While that should be 
enough, it’s not the end of the over-
sight or management of polar bears in 
Canada. 

The United States Marine Mammal 
Protection Act requires the Fish and 
Wildlife Service to review the status of 
polar bear populations in Canada. After 
conducting their review of the service- 
approved, stable and healthy popu-
lations, hunters can only import tro-
phies from those approved populations. 

Supporters of the amendment like to 
refer to the 1994 amendments of the 
Marine Protection Act that allowed an 
importation of polar bear trophies as a 
loophole. It was the law. These state-
ments are far from the truth. In fact, 
we worked on it with a Democrat-con-
trolled Congress. We worked on it to-
gether to improve the species in Can-
ada because Canada asked us to do so. 
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In 1970, many marine mammal popu-

lations faced numerous threats. The 
Marine Protection Act was very effec-
tive in restoring many marine mam-
mal populations to healthy or historic 
levels. Unfortunately, the act does not 
discriminate between healthy marine 
mammal populations and those still in 
need of rebuilding. Robust populations 
of marine mammals are treated like 
they are on the verge of extinction. 

While the 1994 amendments did not 
address this issue, the Democrat-con-
trolled Congress, specifically those en-
lightened members of the Merchant 
Marines Fisheries Committee, had the 
foresight to understand that the sus-
tainable use of resources and conserva-
tion activities are not mutually exclu-
sive. The committee developed strict 
requirements to ensure the protection 
of polar bear populations in Canada, 
while allowing for the importation of 
sport-hunted polar bear trophies. 

The idea of incentives to give value 
to natural resources was very new at 
the time. A similar program was devel-
oped for African communities to pro-
tect big game resources in Africa using 
the same incentive structure. These 
programs have proven their worth and 
are very successful. 

There will always be a sector of the 
population that believes we should not 
kill anything or eat anything and, in 
fact, we should eat grass. However, we 
need to keep in mind there are still 
areas in the world that rely on the nat-
ural resources around them and still 
subsist on these resources. 

The argument is not that polar bears 
need to be protected due to the effects 
of a warming climate. The argument is 
that certain groups do not like hunt-
ing, regardless of what those are saying 
promoted, and want it stopped. 

The Canadian polar bear populations 
are healthy and well managed. Sport- 
hunting activities provide important 
incentives and support remote Native 
villages and important conservation 
programs in Canada, the U.S., and Rus-
sia. 

Mr. Chairman, I suggest, respect-
fully, go back to the history. This 
saves the polar bear as is in place. This 
amendment will extinguish the polar 
bear. 

For those who don’t know anything 
about the polar bear, and I suggest, re-
spectfully, those two gentlemen that 
introduced this have never seen a polar 
bear in the wild, don’t know anything 
about it, read it in a book. 
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I suggest respectfully that before this 
was in place, in 1994, what was hap-
pening was that the Canadian natives, 
bless their hearts, would hunt polar 
bears. They would kill the sows and the 
cubs but not the boars. The boars 
would kill the cubs so they can breed 
the sows. Our polar bear population 
was going down. Because of our ac-
tions, in fact, the polar bear population 
increased. That is what we were trying 
to do. It was a true conservation meth-

od, a method of science, a method that 
works. 

Mr. Speaker, if this amendment is 
adopted, you can forget your polar 
bears in the wild. They will be extin-
guished. This is a bad amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. KIND. Mr. Chairman, I thank my 
friend for yielding. 

Just to reiterate, Mr. Chairman, nu-
merous agencies that have looked at 
the science of polar bear management 
in Canada and other places feel that 
the limited permits that are issued for 
this hunting purpose is conducive to 
conservation efforts and habitat pro-
tection up in Canada, especially 
through the indigenous tribes there 
that are issued these permits every 
year. 

The Canadian letter that I just ref-
erenced earlier stated, ‘‘Removal of the 
sports hunting exemption from the Ma-
rine Mammal Protection Act would 
have no impact,’’ no impact, ‘‘on the 
numbers harvested, but would cause 
economic hardship to the Canadian 
northern indigenous communities.’’ 

Again quoting from the letter from 
Canada, ‘‘Any action such as that pro-
posed in the amendment is premature 
and should at least await the outcome 
of the two reviews.’’ The two reviews 
they are referring to is our own Fish 
and Wildlife review and also a Cana-
dian review in regards to the status of 
polar bear populations, those reports 
are going to be coming due some time 
early next year. 

Also, the National Wildlife Federa-
tion, I want to clarify, the National 
Wildlife Federation has not endorsed 
nor opposed Mr. INSLEE’s amendment, 
but they stated in a letter submitted to 
Members of Congress yesterday, ‘‘We 
understand that there may be a debate 
about managing polar bear popu-
lations, which we believe is a distrac-
tion from the real issue of global 
warming.’’ They go on to state that the 
only thing that could adequately pro-
tect the polar bear population is 
prompt action taken on global warm-
ing. 

Mr. Speaker, I would agree with the 
gentleman from Washington (Mr. INS-
LEE) on the importance of that issue. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. INSLEE) 
is recognized for 15 seconds. 

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, I would 
just like to submit that the day we 
yield to Canadian judgment, we would 
replace baseball with ice hockey. It is 
not the American principle. We have a 
strong Marine Mammal Protection 
Act. It has a clear loophole. We do not 
want the last polar bears to be head 
and skins in dens. We want this species 
to continue. This will do that. Pass 
this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
INSLEE). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Washington will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. UDALL OF 
COLORADO 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Chair-
man, I offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 2 offered by Mr. UDALL of 
Colorado 

Page 111, after line 17, insert the following: 
TITLE VI—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 

PROVISIONS 
SEC. 601. None of the funds made available 

by this Act shall be used to prepare or pub-
lish final regulations regarding a commer-
cial leasing program for oil shale resources 
on public lands pursuant to section 369(d) of 
the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (Public Law 
109–58) or to conduct an oil shale lease sale 
pursuant to subsection 369(e) of such Act. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. SNY-
DER). Pursuant to the order of the 
House of Tuesday, June 26, 2007, the 
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. UDALL) 
and the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
LAMBORN) each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. UDALL). 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Chair-
man, this amendment would bar the In-
terior Department’s Bureau of Land 
Management from issuing any final 
regulations for commercial-scale leas-
ing of oil shale and from offering any 
commercial oil shale leases during fis-
cal year 2008. 

Current law requires BLM to issue 
those regulations, and to move to a 
full-scale commercial leasing program, 
on a crash basis and under a tight 
deadline. 

I think that is a mistake, so I want 
to make it clear I support Chairman 
RAHALL’s bill, H.R. 2337, that would 
change that and other parts of the 2005 
Energy Act. The Natural Resources 
Committee has favorably reported the 
chairman’s bill and it is headed toward 
this very floor. 

The purpose of this amendment is to 
slow the administration down in the 
meantime, in order to give Congress 
time to complete action on that legis-
lation. 

Mr. Chairman, oil shale has great po-
tential as an energy source, and there-
fore it is an important part of our en-
ergy policy. But it is also important to 
American taxpayers, because they own 
most of it. But it is particularly impor-
tant for Colorado. 

Our State has some of the most 
large-scale deposits of oil shale, and 
Coloradans, particularly those on our 
Western Slope, will be directly affected 
by its development. 

Back in 2005, the RAND Corporation 
reported that the potential benefits of 
developing oil shale were significant. 
But they also made it clear that devel-
opment will affect not only our land 
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but our air and the quality and quan-
tity of our very limited supplies of 
water. It was noted that large oil shale 
development will bring significant pop-
ulation growth and is likely to put 
stress on the ability of local commu-
nities to provide the needed services. 

In short, the report reminded us how 
much Colorado and our neighbors had 
at stake when Congress debated the oil 
shale provisions of the 2005 Energy Pol-
icy Act. 

As I said, that law now calls for a 
crash program. I have been concerned, 
as many people have in Colorado, that 
that would bring a rush to commercial 
development before the Interior De-
partment knows enough to do it right 
and before Colorado’s communities 
have had a chance to prepare for what 
it will bring. 

My concerns grew this year, when a 
witness from RAND told our com-
mittee that the economic, technical 
and environmental feasibility of oil 
shale development is not adequate to 
support the formulation of a commer-
cial leasing program on the time scale 
mandated and the fundamental ap-
proach the Department of the Interior 
is currently taking may be counter-
productive if the goal is to keep open 
the option for a sustainable domestic 
oil shale industry. Chairman RAHALL’s 
bill would correct some of those prob-
lems. 

I want to be clear, I strongly support 
oil shale provisions, because I think 
they will help assure that any commer-
cial development is done in an orderly 
way that takes full advantage of the 
important research and development 
work underway. 

The bill would also relax the unreal-
istic deadline for the BLM to finish the 
Programmatic Environmental Impact 
Statement now underway, and then the 
bill would allow a year, not just 6 
months more, for the BLM to prepare a 
draft, not a final, but a draft commer-
cial leasing regulation, after which the 
people in Colorado and elsewhere would 
have 180 days to comment. 

I also support the bill and its man-
date for developing a strategy for sus-
tainable and publicly acceptable large- 
scale development of oil shale in Colo-
rado, Utah and Wyoming, and its con-
tinued requirement that we consult 
with the governors of those States. 

Mr. Chairman, I am glad that the 
Natural Resources Committee on a bi-
partisan basis adopted my amendment 
to set aside part of the money that the 
Federal Government will get from oil 
shale leases to help affected counties 
pay for construction, operation and 
maintenance of public facilities and for 
the provision of public services. This 
addition reflects my concern about 
what large-scale oil shale development 
can mean for Colorado’s Western Slope. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope that the full 
House will follow our committee’s lead 
and approve these changes in the cur-
rent law. I certainly will do all I can to 
help Chairman RAHALL be successful in 
this effort. But there is a risk that 

these efforts could be frustrated unless 
Congress first acts to relieve the pres-
sure current law puts on the BLM to 
move ahead on a crash basis. 

Mr. Chairman, that is the purpose of 
the amendment, and I urge the adop-
tion of the amendment. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, if the gen-
tleman will yield, I want to tell the 
gentleman that I think he has got a 
good amendment here. Our side is pre-
pared to accept your amendment. 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. I thank the 
chairman for his support. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chairman, I hate 
to have to disagree with my colleague 
from Colorado on this issue, but I defi-
nitely do so. Oil shale resources in the 
United States, as was just stated, are 
tremendous. The potential is that 
there could be 2 trillion, not billion, 2 
trillion barrels of oil in place in the oil 
shale bands of Colorado, Utah and Wyo-
ming. It is, therefore, a strategically 
important domestic resource that 
should be developed on an accelerated 
basis to reduce our growing dependence 
on politically and economically unsta-
ble sources of foreign oil imports. 

The Department of Interior has 
issued the Programmatic Environ-
mental Impact Statement and is now 
working on regulations for a commer-
cial leasing program. Stopping them 
now in their tracks would be a waste of 
taxpayer dollars. I should point out, 
Mr. Chairman, that the research and 
development of this important resource 
have been paid for by the private sector 
at no cost to the taxpayer. 

The Udall amendment is unneces-
sary, because oil shale provisions in 
the Energy Policy Act of 2005 require 
approval of the governor before com-
mercial leasing can go forward. So it is 
not yet entirely even in place. There-
fore, this amendment would delay de-
velopment of this important domestic 
resource. 

If we commercialize oil shale, that 
would provide significant public bene-
fits, including increased fuels avail-
able, reduced risk of supply disruption, 
reduced imports, improved balance of 
payments, new Federal and State roy-
alty and tax revenues, increased do-
mestic employment and increased eco-
nomic growth. Tremendous benefits 
will come from this. 

Further, oil from shale will place ap-
preciable downward pressure on the 
world prices of crude oil, which would 
improve America’s, and, indeed, the en-
tire world’s economies. 
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Oil shale is highly concentrated and 
gives the greatest yield of oil per acre 
disturbed of any of the Nation’s energy 
resources. The oil shale resources of 
the Nation, besides totaling 2 trillion 
barrels, would yield 750 billion barrels 
with a richness of 25 gallons per ton or 
greater with near-term adaptations of 
existing technology. It is possible that 
an oil shale industry could be initiated 

by 2011, with an aggressive goal of 2 
million barrels a day by 2020, which 
would create 100,000 new jobs directly 
and indirectly, and ultimately the ca-
pacity could reach 10 million barrels a 
day, which is comparable to the oil 
sands up in Canada. 

So apart from the energy independ-
ence problems that this amendment 
would cause, that production of oil 
shale is close to starting, and, there-
fore, it is not right to pull the rug out 
from under the private sector compa-
nies that have been working on and in-
vesting in this resource. 

In summary, there is no proven need 
to delay the use of this exciting new 
source of domestic energy. The envi-
ronmental concerns have been ad-
dressed in a responsible and careful 
way. Billions of gallons of oil will 
make our country freer from foreign 
pressure and our economy stronger, 
with more energy available, gasoline 
prices lower at the pump, and more 
jobs for our working families. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
Utah (Mr. BISHOP). 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
the first chart that will eventually 
come up here, and I am sorry about 
this, indicates the States in the United 
States that have the hardest time in-
creasing their education funding. This 
is where the funding is growing the 
slowest. 

You notice the common denominator 
with these is not an attitude towards 
education, it is that most of these are 
land-based States. The land has been 
taken away from us to develop a prop-
erty tax base. Fortunately, God has 
given us resources underneath that to 
compensate for that. But any program 
that would retard the leases or the roy-
alties that will come from those will 
harm education in Western States. 

My kids in Utah will be put at a dis-
advantage because of this particular 
amendment. There is collateral dam-
age that takes place with amendments, 
and one of those deals with education. 

If you can look at this chart in the 
proper way, this chart shows the sala-
ries that are given for first-year teach-
ers in Wyoming versus the salaries on 
average for fourth-year teachers in 
Montana. Now, this should not be that 
way, because Montana has the fewest 
amount of public lands of any of the 
Western States. They have more of a 
property tax base. The difference is 
Wyoming has the resources that they 
have developed, which allows them 
simply to put more money into their 
education system. 

My colleagues who are still teachers 
deserve a decent salary, they deserve a 
decent retirement, we deserve the right 
to build our public schools. When you 
ask anything that shackles them from 
a brighter future, either by postponing 
or forcing to replow the data that the 
professional land managers have al-
ready established, it harms them. 

You have taken away our land for 
property tax benefits. Allow us to de-
velop the resources so that we can have 
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a future for education in the Western 
States that is on par with those in the 
Eastern States. It is important that we 
move forward. And I’m sorry, but there 
is collateral damage with this amend-
ment that harms educators and edu-
cation in the West. 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 30 seconds to the gentleman from 
Utah (Mr. CANNON). 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, my 
friend and colleague from Colorado 
(Mr. LAMBORN) has mentioned that 
there are 2 trillion barrels of oil. That 
is a conservative estimate. Estimates 
go way, way, way beyond that. The 
only way we are going to know how 
much oil there is is if we actually have 
the opportunity to unleash the cre-
ativity of the American genius to go 
after that oil and develop it. 

Mr. LAMBORN also said that we expect 
to have a large production by 2011, 4 or 
5 years from now. The fact is, we could 
have big production out of shale much 
sooner than that if we continue on the 
path that we are on. If we delay, we 
will not have that opportunity. 

I have an amendment that I am going 
to offer in a few minutes, and I will 
continue to talk about this point. 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Chair-
man, the question here is not whether 
to develop oil shale, but how and when. 
The amendment would not stop it in 
its tracks, as my good friend from Col-
orado suggests, but it would direct 
those tracks on to a gentler and a more 
sustainable route. 

We have always heard, Mr. Chairman, 
about oil shale being the fuel of the fu-
ture. But as the Rand Report men-
tioned, I remind us, so are the poten-
tial problems. My amendment says, as 
we work to realize this promise, we are 
not closing our eyes to the problems in 
front of us. 

I urge adoption of this amendment. It 
is a smart amendment. It is a wise 
amendment. It keeps faith with the 
people of western Colorado. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe strongly in a 
balanced energy policy. We need to in-
vest in alternative energy sources and 
we need to tap the resources that we 
have in a responsible manner. 

The Department of the Interior is 
now completing a programmatic envi-
ronmental impact study on the com-
mercial leasing program that is au-
thorized under the Energy Policy Act 
of 2005. This study is focused on evalu-
ating the potential impacts associated 
with the development of commercial 
leasing programs for oil shale and tar 
sand resources on public lands in Colo-
rado, Utah and Wyoming. 

The scope of this environmental im-
pact study will include an assessment 
for the positive and negative environ-
mental, social and economic impacts of 
leasing oil shale and tar sand re-
sources, both the positive and the neg-
ative impacts. I think that is impor-
tant. 

This will also include a discussion of 
the relevant mitigation measures to 

address any potential impacts on the 
Bureau of Land Management’s admin-
istered lands in Colorado, as well as in 
Utah and Wyoming. The Bureau of 
Land Management anticipates that the 
draft Oil Shale and Tar Sands Leasing 
Programmatic Environmental Impact 
Study will be issued just this summer. 
But this amendment would stop that 
from occurring. 

The draft environmental impact 
study will be followed by an extensive 
public comment period, and a second 
revised programmatic environmental 
impact study will be issued prior to the 
final record of decision. 

I believe we must pursue environ-
mentally responsible means of devel-
oping domestic energy sources, and 
this amendment delays the responsible 
planning process already in place. 

The gentleman from Colorado said 
this is important to our energy policy, 
and I agree. He also said that this was 
important to our taxpayers. I also 
agree. But the leases that were ex-
pected to come in under the Energy 
Act of 2005 have been taken into con-
sideration in the budget we already 
passed this year. By stopping this, you 
will stop the income from those leases 
in fiscal year 2008. So this will cause us 
to exceed the budget authority. 

I would suggest the gentleman from 
Colorado withdraw this amendment be-
cause it is subject to a point of order 
because your budget authority is going 
to be exceeded by this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I would yield to the 
gentleman from Colorado, but I would 
request that he withdraw this amend-
ment. 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Chair-
man, with all due respect to my great 
friend from the Midwest, I will not 
withdraw the amendment. I would 
make a point there, I don’t believe a 
point of order is in order, because there 
is no revenue anticipated from the 
leases that are anticipated. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr Chairman, reclaim-
ing my time to explain the reason the 
revenue would be depleted, there was 
planned income from fiscal year 2008 
from the leases on the oil shale. So I 
believe, in my estimation, I am waiting 
for confirmation from the Congres-
sional Budget Office, that it will be out 
of order. 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Chair-
man, if the gentleman would yield fur-
ther, and I thank you again for yield-
ing, I am very certain that that is not 
the case, and I would just again remind 
all of my colleagues that the intent 
here is to do this right. Not to stop this 
from happening, but to do it right, 
given our history of oil shale develop-
ment or the lack thereof in western 
Colorado. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, reclaim-
ing my time, I thank the gentleman. I 
would say it is important that we let 
this process continue, and therefore I 
think we should vote down the Udall 
amendment. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the requisite number of words. 

Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman 
from Kansas is referring to the other 
Udall amendment, not this amend-
ment. I don’t think there is a point of 
order here. There is another Udall 
amendment that did have an issue with 
it. There are a lot of them, so I can see 
how he could get confused. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, if the 
gentleman will yield, I thank the 
chairman for trying to continue to 
hold the ranking Member in accuracy, 
but I believe it applies to both Udall 
amendments. 

Mr. DICKS. Well, we will wait and 
see. But I didn’t note the gentleman 
making the point of order. 

Mr. TIAHRT. If the gentleman will 
continue to yield, I understand that I 
have missed my window of opportunity 
at this point in time to raise a point of 
order, but I will reserve that oppor-
tunity in the future, if such an oppor-
tunity will present itself. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
UDALL). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the ayes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Colorado will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. UDALL OF 
COLORADO 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Chair-
man, I offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 3 offered by Mr. UDALL of 
Colorado: 

Page 111, after line 17, insert the following: 
TITLE VI—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 

PROVISIONS 
SEC. 601. None of the funds made available 

by this Act may be used to implement Bu-
reau of Land Management regulations on Re-
cordable Disclaimers of Interest in Land 
(subpart 1864 of part 1860 of title 43, Code of 
Federal Regulations) with respect to a 
claimed Revised Statue (R.S.) 2477 right-of- 
way or to issue a non-binding determination 
pursuant to the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Memorandum to Assistant Secretaries dated 
March 22, 2006, revoking the Department of 
the Interior’s previous Interim Departmental 
Policy on Revised Statute 2477 Grant of 
Right-of-Way for Public Highways. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
a point of order. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A point of 
order is reserved. 

Pursuant to the order of the House of 
Tuesday, June 26, 2007, the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. UDALL) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Colorado. 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 
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Mr. Chairman, in a moment I am 

going to ask to withdraw the amend-
ment, but I want to engage Chairman 
DICKS in a brief colloquy. But first let 
me provide a little bit of background 
here. 

Mr. Chairman, as you know, the 
amendment deals with claims under an 
1866 law known as R.S. 2477 that grant-
ed rights-of-way to build highways over 
Federal lands. This act was repealed in 
1976, but because Congress did not set a 
deadline for people claiming these 
rights-of-way to come forward, we still 
do not know what valid rights-of-way 
may exist. 

There are pending claims that affect 
military lands and lands once owned by 
the Federal Government that are now 
private property. Other claims involve 
national parks, national forests and 
other conservation areas. 

When the Clinton administration 
tried to resolve this problem adminis-
tratively, Congress blocked that by 
passing a law barring issuance of final 
regulations on this subject until Con-
gress authorized them. That law is still 
on the books. The Bush administration 
has not asked Congress to change the 
law. Instead, they want to do an end 
run around Congress and to deal with 
these claims through an administrative 
process. 

My amendment would have blocked 
them from doing that because I think 
we should deal with that problem 
through new legislation. Toward that 
end, I have worked for a number of 
years with counties in my State and 
introduced a bill based on the results of 
that work. 

My goal has been and still remains to 
establish a fair and neutral process 
that will result in setting a time cer-
tain for claims to be brought forward 
so valid claims can be recognized and 
any invalid ones will be resolved and so 
to bring an end to litigation and con-
troversy. I do plan to continue to work 
on that approach in this Congress. 

If I might, at this time, I would turn 
to the chairman and ask him, does the 
chairman agree with me that it would 
be better for the administration to 
work with Congress to resolve this 
issue, rather than trying to follow a 
course that will lead straight to more 
litigation? 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, if the gen-
tleman will yield, yes, I agree. In our 
report on this bill, the Appropriations 
Committee warns the Interior Depart-
ment that we are concerned about the 
Department’s interpretation and ac-
tions that would disclaim Federal in-
terests in lands subject to an R.S. 2477 
claim or issue any nonbinding deter-
mination that would have a similar ef-
fect. That is why we tell them to pro-
vide advanced notice to the Congress if 
the Interior Department plans to ap-
prove any R.S. 2477 claims. We also re-
quire them to provide quarterly reports 
on activities concerning claims under 
the R.S. 2477 statute. But it would be 
even better for the administration to 
work with the gentleman and the Nat-

ural Resources Committee to develop a 
legislative solution for this serious 
problem, and I urge them to do so. 

Mr. Chairman, I commend the gen-
tleman for his leadership on this issue. 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr Chair-
man, reclaiming my time, I want to 
thank Chairman DICKS for his 
thoughts. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not going to im-
pose on the time of the House by call-
ing for a vote on the amendment today, 
although the problem has not gone 
away and it will not go away unless 
Congress acts. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the amendment be with-
drawn. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the amendment is withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENT NO. 12 OFFERED BY MR. DE FAZIO 
Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 12 offered by Mr. DEFAZIO: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), add the following new title: 
TITLE VI—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 

PROVISIONS 
SEC. 601. In implementing the amendments 

made by section 5401(c) of the U.S. Troop 
Readiness, Veterans’ Care, Katrina Recov-
ery, and Iraq Accountability Appropriations 
Act, 2007 (Public Law 110–28), a resource ad-
visory committee established under section 
205 of the Secure Rural Schools and Commu-
nity Self-Determination Act of 2000 (16 
U.S.C. 500 note; Public Law 106–393), in addi-
tion to the duties assigned to the committee 
by subsection (b) of such section, shall— 

(1) monitor projects submitted by that 
committee that have been approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior or the Secretary of 
Agriculture; 

(2) advise the designated Federal official 
on the progress of monitoring efforts under 
paragraph (1); and 

(3) make recommendations to the Sec-
retary of the Interior or the Secretary of Ag-
riculture regarding any changes or adjust-
ments to the projects being monitored by the 
committee. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I reserve a point of order on the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman reserves a point of order. 

Pursuant to the order of the House of 
Tuesday, June 26, 2007, the gentleman 
from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Oregon. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 2 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, I realize that the 
other side is reserving a point of order 
on this because of a previous objection 
to an amendment which would have al-
located $425 million into the Safe and 
Secure Rural Schools program, a pro-
gram which I very much support. I am 
on the authorizing committee and I 
can assure them that the authorizing 
committee is determined to move for-

ward on, one of the authorizing com-
mittees at least, in the near future. In 
the last Congress, the Resources Com-
mittee did act and the Agriculture 
Committee did not on reauthorizing 
this program. 

So we are engaging in that process in 
good faith and hope to be working with 
our friends on the Appropriations Com-
mittee in the not-too-distant future to 
extend this program for a number of 
years as we phase it down. 

But in the interim, the Appropria-
tions Committee and this Congress did, 
in the emergency supplemental, ap-
prove 1 year of temporary funding, 
which was excellent. It staved off disas-
ters in county after county in terms of 
closed jails, loss of rural sheriffs pa-
trols and many, many other vital serv-
ices. 

But, unfortunately, in doing that 
there was an oversight, and it is a sim-
ple oversight, easily rectified if there is 
not an objection. One of the most bene-
ficial parts for the Federal taxpayers 
generally beyond the services that are 
provided within the counties and 
school districts across America is the 
Resource Advisory Committees, com-
mittees made up of a broad cross-sec-
tion of communities across the West-
ern United States, both environmental, 
timber interests, general community 
members, who have come forward, 
worked collaboratively, and have put 
15 percent of the funds under the pro-
gram, reinvested it back into the Fed-
eral lands, providing tremendous bene-
fits ecologically to those lands, eco-
nomically, in terms of thinning 
projects and other things, things that 
were not within the budget of the 
United States Forest Service or the De-
partment of the Interior in the case of 
the O&C lands. 

Unfortunately, since these commit-
tees, which are widely applauded in a 
bipartisan way across the Western 
United States, were not reauthorized, 
this language simply would give them 
authorization to monitor the ongoing 
activities. 

It is extraordinarily noncontrover-
sial, and it would be extraordinarily re-
grettable if in some sort of a misplaced 
tit for tat there was an objection to 
this bipartisan amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. WAL-
DEN). 

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Mr. Chair-
man, I want to thank my colleague Mr. 
DEFAZIO for his work on this amend-
ment with me. 

I would like to point out that on page 
182 of the committee report there is 
listed 30 different laws that have not 
been reauthorized and are being fund-
ed. Some of these laws were last reau-
thorized 28 years ago. So the fact that 
we have something before you that has 
just gone out of operation here in less 
than a year, and we are trying to do a 
technical correction here to reauthor-
ize it, I don’t think is deserving of a 
point of order. 
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Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, if the gen-

tleman will yield, I am prepared to ac-
cept the gentleman’s amendment. I 
think this is a very positive amend-
ment. It has nothing to do with what 
we were discussing earlier, and I am 
prepared to accept your amendment. 
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Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Well, I’m 
not sure everyone is, so if I may con-
tinue. There are over 4,500 projects 
that these resource advisory commit-
tees have worked on. They have lever-
aged $292 million to improve water-
sheds and wildlife habitats, and reduce 
the risk of catastrophic fire. No re-
source advisory committee has been 
disbanded or melted down. There are 70 
of them in 13 States. No RAC-approved 
project has been appealed or litigated. 
No other active land management ini-
tiative in either the Departments of 
Agriculture or Interior can equal such 
a track record. 

This has brought disparate individ-
uals together to do good things for the 
land, habitat and watersheds in a com-
prehensive way that leverages local 
funds and support. 

Today, as we debate this issue on the 
floor of this House, fires are raging at 
Lake Tahoe, destroying homes and 
habitats and watershed. Those sorts of 
efforts, where they tried to get in and 
thin in this watershed and protect it 
and reduce the threat of fire, might 
have been allowed to occur had there 
been a resource advisory committee 
like these, and I don’t know what they 
have got there, but certainly they were 
not able to get the job done before the 
fire hit. 

We are trying to do good things for 
our national forests, and I know others 
are trying to as well. I just hope we can 
approve this. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve my remaining minute. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, there are few Mem-
bers of Congress who have more open 
territory than I do in my district. 
There is enough space there to put four 
eastern States easily and have room 
left over. I have rural schools and prob-
lems that very much reflect the con-
cerns that have been expressed here. 

But at the same time, I must say to 
the chairman and to the House, I was 
sitting in my office observing the dis-
cussion early when the Doolittle 
amendment was up. I was about to 
come to the floor because the chairman 
of the full committee was beginning a 
discussion regarding who taxes too 
much or too little, and who spends too 
much and too little, and we will have 
that conversation as we go forward. 
But that is what caused me to want to 
come to the floor. 

In the meantime, Mr. DOOLITTLE had 
a very specific problem that was going 
to be taken care of, and it was objected 
to because it was legislating on an ap-
propriations bill. Because of that, I am 
going to be pretty tough on this. The 

reason I reserved in this case, even 
though it affects my own district, it is 
my intention to ask that the amend-
ment be stricken. 

Mr. DICKS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. LEWIS of California. I yield to 
the chairman. 

Mr. DICKS. The only thing I would 
say here is that this amendment is 
much different than the Doolittle 
amendment. This would help the gen-
tleman from Oregon and Mr. DOOLITTLE 
in having a placeholder in the bill. 

As the gentleman knows, we agreed 
to $425 million in the supplemental to 
help these gentlemen on the rural 
schools. My concern here is that this is 
not an appropriations problem, this is 
supposed to be an authorization prob-
lem. I even helped them way back in 
1992 or 1993 when the timber harvest 
went way down—Congresswoman Dunn 
and I got the first program through 
Congress to keep this going for 10 
years. 

I have been a friend of this rural 
schools program. I don’t quite under-
stand why this very small amendment 
that doesn’t have any negative impact 
on anyone would be stricken. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, reclaiming my time, if I could. 

I understand the point that the 
chairman is making, and I am very ap-
preciative of it. 

The bill, as you know, was slushed 
with an awful lot of money above and 
beyond what we anticipated. Before we 
got the last $3 billion we had a fine bill. 
It strikes me that as we were slushing, 
we might have put some money in this 
category if we were so concerned about 
it. 

But in the meantime, there is little 
doubt that because of the need for con-
sistency here, if we are going to be 
striking language in the fashion that I 
saw as I was sitting in my office, selec-
tively, then it seems to me we ought to 
try to at least raise the flag of consist-
ency, and it is my intention to do that 
here. 

POINT OF ORDER 
Mr. LEWIS of California. At your 

will, Mr. Chairman, I make a point of 
order against the amendment because 
it proposes to change existing law and 
constitutes legislation in an appropria-
tion bill and therefore violates clause 2 
of rule XXI. 

The rule states in pertinent part: 
‘‘An amendment to a general appro-
priation bill shall not be in order if 
changing existing law.’’ 

The amendment in this case imparts 
direction, so I insist upon my point of 
order. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Does any 
Member wish to speak on the point of 
order? 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, to the 
point of order, again, the gentleman is 
technically correct. But again, unlike 
the previous amendment, this amend-
ment not only does not cost money, it 
actually benefits the Federal Govern-
ment and the Federal taxpayers. 

I wish the gentleman would recon-
sider that point and not target this be-
cause of an earlier debate on a different 
issue having to do with spending levels. 
This actually would save the taxpayers 
money. I would ask that the gentleman 
reconsider his objection. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Seeing no 
further speakers on the point of order, 
the Chair is prepared to rule. 

The Chair finds that this amendment 
includes language imparting direction. 
The amendment, therefore, constitutes 
legislation in violation of clause 2 of 
rule XXI. 

The point of order is sustained and 
the amendment is not in order. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. LAMBORN 
Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. LAMBORN: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title) insert the following: 
None of the funds in this Act may be used 

for the National Endowment for the Arts. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 26, 2007, the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. LAMBORN) and the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. DICKS) each will 
control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Colorado. 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to offer an amendment that rec-
ognizes the difficult fiscal situation 
facing our government. 

The Interior Appropriations bill has 
the largest increase over the Presi-
dent’s request of any of the spending 
bills, and I will support efforts to bring 
the costs down as these opportunities 
arise. At a time when our budget needs 
balancing, we must reprioritize our 
spending. That is why the amendment 
I am proposing now would eliminate 
funding for the National Endowment 
for the Arts. 

I am disappointed that my earlier 
amendment yesterday was not accept-
ed as it would have directed some of 
the funding toward the PLT program, 
or payment in lieu of taxes by the Fed-
eral Government to compensate for 
lost revenues to local governments. 

But I still maintain that particularly 
in this budget environment, taxpayers 
should not be asked to fund the Na-
tional Endowment for the Arts. Now 
opposition to the NEA should not be 
perceived as opposition to the arts. My 
wife is an artist, and I support the arts 
wholeheartedly. But I do feel strongly 
that it is something that the private 
sector can fully, and has in the past 
fully and wholeheartedly supported. 

True art can and does survive with-
out Federal handouts. Artists have 
every right to be creative without forc-
ing the taxpayer to fund it. The private 
sector is the appropriate venue to fund 
such projects. I know artists who 
refuse to take money from any level of 
government because they want to be 
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independent. They don’t want to have 
any strings attached. They don’t want 
to be beholden to anybody, and they 
will refuse government funding. 

While there are certainly projects 
that the NEA does that are worthwhile, 
some are objectionable and have been 
over recent history. And at a time 
when fiscal restraint is crucial, we 
must examine closely how and where 
we are spending taxpayer money. It is 
not only appropriate but necessary to 
question some of the funding in this 
bill and see if it can be either reduced 
or directed to more worthwhile pro-
grams. 

My amendment would save taxpayers 
an immediate $150 million in budget 
authority spending in fiscal year 2008, 
and allows the remaining $10 million to 
be spent on shutdown costs. This still 
reduces the overall cost of this spend-
ing bill and sends a message that in 
this budget environment we are willing 
to tighten our belts here in Washington 
just as any American family or busi-
ness would have to. 

It is disheartening to think there is 
an assumption of continued taxpayer 
support for every single discretionary 
program. Yet that is exactly what we 
are hearing today in this debate on 
funding for the NEA. There are argu-
ments for why we must continue to 
spend money on an art program when 
we face budget constraints in trying to 
adequately provide necessary treat-
ment for our returning veterans and all 
of the many priorities in our almost $3 
trillion budget. 

I come from a commonsense percep-
tive that says when my bank account 
is low, I make tough decisions on 
where my money must be spent. None 
of my colleagues supporting this fund-
ing seem to fully appreciate this ap-
proach, and it is disappointing and it is 
in large part why we face the budget 
situation that we are in. 

I would note that the budget for this 
appropriations bill is I believe $1.9 bil-
lion over what the President has re-
quested. I hear talk about how our def-
icit is going up every week, every day, 
every month. This is a great oppor-
tunity that we have to stop the hem-
orrhaging. We can stop the spending. I 
am disappointed that my colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle are contem-
plating not extending the Bush tem-
porary tax cuts. They want to end that 
in their budget plan. That would 
amount to the largest tax increase in 
American history. We have this oppor-
tunity now to take $160 million and 
save it for the taxpayer. So I just think 
this would be a well-considered thing. 

The arts are valuable in American 
life and culture. For anyone to say 
let’s do this through the private sector 
as opposed to the taxpayers does not 
make them a member of the Flat Earth 
Society. The arts are valuable, but 
they are well supported in our society 
and culture. We just have so many 
other priorities. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. DEFAZIO). 

Mr. DEFAZIO. We have heard speaker 
after speaker on the Republican side 
say how concerned they are about 
spending. The minority whip stood in 
the well and castigated the Democrats 
for spending. He has $950,000 of ear-
marks in the bill. 

The woman from Colorado has 
$150,000 of earmarks in the bill. 

If the gentleman is so sincere, let’s 
entertain a unanimous-consent re-
quest. 

Mr. Chairman, is it in order to make 
a unanimous-consent request? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It depends 
on the nature of the request. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Repub-
licans be allowed to voluntarily strip 
their $45 million of earmarks from this 
bill, which would save one-quarter of 
the amount of money that the gen-
tleman is trying to save by cutting all 
the funding for the National Endow-
ment for the Arts. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The order of 
the House allowing only certain 
amendments may not be varied by the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. In conclusion then, we 
have a bit of hypocrisy here. They 
want to complain at the same time as 
they put the projects in their pocket 
and they go home and brag about it. 
They brag about how they want to cut 
spending in Washington, and they brag 
about the money they bring home. 

I believe in investment in America in 
many ways, and this bill is making 
many crucial investments in America. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

It is important for Members to real-
ize as they consider the committee ac-
tion that the $160 million recommended 
only partially restores cuts made to 
this agency a decade ago. In fact, the 
amount in this bill is still $16 million 
below the level provided in 1993. After 
adjusting for inflation, the amount rec-
ommended is $100 million below the 
level in 1993, as displayed on a chart 
that I showed Members earlier. 

As we debate this amendment, Mem-
bers should also note that the National 
Endowment for the Arts has been 
transformed since the arts funding de-
bate of the 1990s. Two gifted chairmen 
have reinvigorated the NEA into an 
agency with broad support. Chairman 
Bill Ivey, appointed by Bill Clinton, ne-
gotiated and implemented bipartisan 
reforms in NEA’s grant structure to en-
sure that funds go to activities for 
which public funding is appropriate. 

Dana Gioia, the current chairman, 
then energized the agency with many 
new programs and a commitment to 
reach beyond the cultural centers of 
our major cities. 

Last year, every single congressional 
district received NEA support through 
innovative programs such as the Amer-
ican Masterpieces, Operation Home-
coming and the Big Read. 

Today, NEA is a truly national pro-
gram with outreach efforts to every 
corner of America and every segment 
of her society. Each of us have dif-
ferent reasons to support the arts. 
Some will describe their support in 
terms of the inherent joy of the arts as 
a personally enriching experience. Oth-
ers support the arts as engines of job 
development and economic growth. 
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It is equally important to emphasize 
that most Members of the House in re-
cent years have been supporting fund-
ing for the arts and for the humanities. 
I believe the cultural wars should be 
over. For each of the last 7 years with 
the help of many Members in this 
Chamber, a bipartisan majority in the 
House has voted to increase funding for 
the NEA. During the last 2 years, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER’s and my amendments to 
add funds were adopted by voice vote, 
without opposition from Mr. TAYLOR. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not normally in-
clude quotes in my floor remarks, but 
I was struck in preparing for this 
year’s art debate by a quote attributed 
to actor Richard Dreyfus at the 
Grammy awards ceremony: 

‘‘Perhaps we’ve all misunderstood 
the reason we learn music and all the 
arts in the first place. It is that for 
hundreds of years, it has been known 
that teaching the arts helps to create 
the well-rounded mind that western 
civilization, and America, have been 
grounded on. America’s greatest 
achievements in science, in business, in 
popular culture, would simply not be 
attainable without an education that 
encourages achievement in all fields. It 
is from that creativity and imagina-
tion that the solutions to our political 
and social problems will come. We need 
that well-rounded mind now. Without 
it, we simply make more difficult the 
problems we face.’’ 

I believe Mr. Dreyfus is right, and the 
committee has acted to provide the 
funding so arts can reach even more 
broadly into American communities 
with a richer variety of programs. 

I urge defeat of the gentleman’s 
amendment and support for the com-
mittee position. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Colorado is recognized for 
his remaining 30 seconds. 

Mr. LAMBORN. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 

My wife, Jeanie, is an artist. I sup-
port, she supports, the arts. I agree 
with what you said about the impor-
tance of arts in our culture. The only 
question is who should pay for it. 
Should the taxpayer pay for it or the 
private sector? The $160 million budget 
in this bill is $35 million, or 29 percent, 
higher than last year’s budget. Do we 
need a 29 percent tax increase? I think 
the arts are great, but let’s support it 
in the private sector. 

I would urge adoption of this amend-
ment, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-

tleman from Washington is recognized 
for his remaining 30 seconds. 

Mr. DICKS. I just will wrap this up. 
I would say, you know, it’s very un-

usual to say you support a program or 
support the arts when you offer an 
amendment to eliminate the entire 
program. It’s like saying I’m for the B– 
2 bomber but I want to vote against it. 
You can’t have it both ways. Either 
you’re for the arts or you’re not. When 
you’re here, you have to demonstrate 
that support by supporting the pro-
gram. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
LAMBORN). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Colorado will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CANNON 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. CANNON: 
At end of bill add: 
SEC. lll. None of the funds in this Act 

may be used to implement section of this 
bill (relating to oil-shale leasing) in the 
States of Utah or Wyoming. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a 
point of order against the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman reserves a point of order. 

Pursuant to the order of the House of 
Tuesday, June 26, 2007, the gentleman 
from Utah (Mr. CANNON) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Utah. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to offer an amendment that 
would limit the effects of the amend-
ment by my colleagues from Colorado 
to Colorado. 

I am deeply troubled by my col-
leagues’ zeal to stop oil shale leasing 
and development in the West. Oil shale 
is not a new idea. In fact, the lands in 
question were once part of a strategic 
reserve. Rather than limiting our en-
ergy resources, I am offering this 
amendment in an attempt to make 
sure that Americans have the oppor-
tunity to be energy independent and to 
create more American jobs. 

Utah, Colorado, and Wyoming hold a 
conservative estimate of 2 trillion bar-
rels of recoverable oil in the Green 
River Formation. We have one or two 
times the total crude oil reserves of the 
whole world and triple the amount of 
oil reserves in Saudi Arabia. Two tril-
lion barrels of oil is enough to meet 

current U.S. demands for hundreds of 
years. 

At a time when the price of consumer 
goods and services are soaring in large 
part because of the cost of energy re-
sources, why would we intentionally 
hinder our ability to develop our most 
promising resource? It is no secret that 
the environmental community does not 
want shale development to succeed in 
this Nation, but we have environ-
mental laws that are designed to pro-
tect our Federal lands. If those laws 
are not sufficient, let’s talk about 
those issues as opposed to simply put-
ting up roadblocks to this promising 
resource. Increased global demands, 
skyrocketing energy prices, geo-
political instability, concerns about 
peak oil production and supplies are all 
economic factors that we believe make 
oil shale an attractive natural resource 
to help solve our country’s dependency 
problems. 

The U.S. and world demand for oil is 
increasing, and we will not be able to 
conserve our way out of this dilemma. 
We must as a country look to other 
sources of energy. Many experts agree 
that oil shale in Utah can be a major 
part of the solution. Issues regarding 
environmental and community impact 
will need to be addressed at a local, 
State and Federal level and also by pri-
vate industry. I believe Utah and the 
region can look to Canada’s oil sands 
to see what other countries have done 
to develop their resources and the ben-
efits that come with such development. 
Canada has invested vastly in oil sands 
and has seen a huge return in royalties. 
Oil sands are now a $20 billion-per-year 
industry in a remote area of Canada. 

We cannot leave our constituents 
holding the bag on higher energy 
prices. Development of oil shale as well 
as oil, gas and renewable energy tech-
nologies will lighten the load of our 
constituents. Successful development 
of oil shale can help solve the Nation’s 
energy dilemma and also bring mil-
lions and eventually billions of dollars 
to the Federal Treasury, Utah, Colo-
rado, and Wyoming through royalties 
and mineral lease moneys. 

We have heard that we need to be en-
ergy independent. How, then, can we 
criticize the BLM for moving forward 
in helping us achieve this goal? We 
should be encouraging the responsible 
development of oil shale so that we can 
in part fulfill our desire to keep from 
relying on foreign and often unstable 
nations for our energy resources. These 
are nations that hate us and who use 
our American dollars to hurt our inter-
ests. 

I would encourage my colleagues to 
support the amendment and resist the 
urge to destroy the potential of oil 
shale before it is developed. I would en-
courage my colleagues to support my 
amendment to allow States that want 
to develop oil shale, that they be al-
lowed to develop that oil shale. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DICKS. This amendment is a 
mistake. There are plenty of reasons to 
delay the oil shale leasing which the 
BLM is doing. The Governor of Colo-
rado and several other local Members 
of Congress have also asked for an ap-
propriate delay so the public can fully 
understand the ramifications of mas-
sive oil shale leasing. Furthermore, the 
large-scale demonstration projects 
have begun and it is far too soon for 
large-scale commercial leasing. 

To give the companies time to learn 
from the demonstrations, I think we 
should defeat this amendment and stay 
with the Udall amendment. What this 
does is basically overturn the Udall 
amendment, which is pending at this 
time. 

I urge opposition to the Cannon 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Does the 
gentleman from Washington withdraw 
his point of order? 

Mr. DICKS. I withdraw my point of 
order. 

Mr. CANNON. I thank the gentleman 
for withdrawing his point of order and 
would point out, I understand that the 
Governor of Colorado, a Democrat, has 
decided that he doesn’t want oil shale 
development in Colorado and my 
Democratic colleagues have opposed oil 
shale development in Colorado. It is 
true that in Colorado there are major 
projects that are underway and that 
have begun with some small-scale dem-
onstration projects. That is fine for 
Colorado. It does not make sense for 
America to impose on Utah and Wyo-
ming the same concerns that the 
Democratic leadership of Colorado 
wants to have in Colorado. And so I 
would urge my colleagues to support 
this amendment. The fact is I think, 
having looked at the industry, the like-
lihood of significant oil shale develop-
ment, oil coming out of shale, is more 
likely to be from entrepreneurial 
sources that are not dependent upon 
these vast, vast projects that are being 
done in Colorado. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Washington. 

Mr. DICKS. Do you want us to all 
vote for the Udall amendment so that 
your amendment can repeal it? 

Mr. CANNON. No, no. If the Udall 
amendment passes, then my amend-
ment would become irrelevant. But I 
think under the rules of the body 
today, we were not able to do a second- 
degree amendment which is what I 
would have preferred. That being the 
case, the fact is Colorado has expressed 
itself I think pretty clearly here today 
that they don’t want this development 
and, in fact, the case is different in Col-
orado than it is in Utah. I think that 
the opportunity for entrepreneurial de-
velopment of oil shale should not be in-
hibited by frivolous government regu-
lations. We have laws in place. In Utah, 
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we are not going to do things that 
don’t make sense environmentally. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The time of 
the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. TIAHRT. For purposes of discus-
sion, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Utah if it is correct, and my un-
derstanding of what you’re trying to do 
is offset what Mr. UDALL is doing be-
cause he is stopping the permitting 
process not only in Colorado but also 
in Utah, your home State. 

Is it also true he would stop the per-
mitting in Wyoming as well? 

Mr. CANNON. That is true. This 
would delay the development of oil 
shale. The Udall amendment would 
delay it in Colorado, Utah and Wyo-
ming. My amendment would limit that 
effect to just Colorado and allow Wyo-
ming and Utah to develop their shale 
as they wish. 

Mr. TIAHRT. So, Mr. Chairman, as I 
understand this, what the gentleman 
from Utah is doing is his very best to 
represent the interests of his State. 
And what the gentleman from Colorado 
is doing was try to represent the best 
interests of his State. So I think in 
fairness to the Members of Colorado, 
Utah and Wyoming, it would be proper 
for us to adopt Mr. CANNON’s amend-
ment. That way it would satisfy Mr. 
UDALL by restricting and limiting the 
permitting process in Colorado but al-
lowing the gentleman from Utah to 
represent his district by letting the 
permitting process move forward. 

So I would encourage the Members of 
the House to support Mr. UDALL via 
Mr. CANNON’s amendment and vote to 
accept the Cannon amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. CAN-
NON). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Utah will be post-
poned. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 

clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned, in the following order: 

An amendment by Ms. GINNY BROWN- 
WAITE of Florida. 

Amendment No. 51 by Mr. CAMPBELL 
of California. 

An amendment by Mr. CAMPBELL of 
California. 

An amendment by Mr. FLAKE of Ari-
zona on Greene County, Pennsylvania. 

An amendment by Mr. FLAKE of Ari-
zona on Columbus, Ohio. 

An amendment by Mr. FLAKE of Ari-
zona on Greensburg, Pennsylvania. 

Amendment No. 22 by Mr. JORDAN of 
Ohio. 

Amendment No. 29 by Mr. PRICE of 
Georgia. 

Amendment No. 27 by Mrs. 
MUSGRAVE of Colorado. 

Amendment No. 17 by Mr. INSLEE of 
Washington. 

Amendment No. 2 by Mr. UDALL of 
Colorado. 

An amendment by Mr. LAMBORN of 
Colorado. 

An amendment by Mr. CANNON of 
Utah. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Chair 
will reduce to 2 minutes the time for 
any electronic vote after the first in 
this series. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. GINNY BROWN- 
WAITE OF FLORIDA 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
GINNY BROWN-WAITE) on which further 
proceedings were postponed and on 
which the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment Offered by Ms. GINNY BROWN- 
WAITE of Florida: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

TITLE VI—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 
PROVISIONS 

SEC. 601. The amount otherwise provided 
by this Act for ‘‘NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON 
THE ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES—NATIONAL 
ENDOWMENT FOR THE ARTS—GRANTS AND AD-
MINISTRATION’’ is reduced by $32,000,000. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 137, noes 285, 
not voting 15, as follows: 

[Roll No. 564] 

AYES—137 

Akin 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Carter 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 

Crenshaw 
Davis, David 
Deal (GA) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortuño 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 

Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Latham 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 

McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pence 
Petri 

Pitts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Renzi 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Shadegg 
Shuster 
Skelton 
Smith (NE) 

Souder 
Stearns 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Upton 
Walberg 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—285 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Bono 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 

Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 

Lucas 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
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Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 

Stark 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 

Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—15 

Bishop (UT) 
Braley (IA) 
Costa 
Cubin 
Culberson 

Davis (KY) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Giffords 
Johnson (GA) 
Jones (OH) 

Meek (FL) 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pearce 
Sessions 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 
vote). Members are advised there are 2 
minutes remaining in the vote. 

b 1621 

Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. SHIMKUS, Ms. 
HIRONO, Mr. LUCAS and Mr. MOL-
LOHAN changed their vote from ‘‘aye’’ 
to ‘‘no.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated against: 
Ms. GIFFORDS. Mr. Chairman, on rollcall 

No. 564, I was at the White House. Had I 
been present, I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 
AMENDMENT NO. 51 OFFERED BY MR. CAMPBELL 

OF CALIFORNIA 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California (Mr. 
CAMPBELL) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 51 offered by Mr. CAMP-
BELL of California: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

None of the funds in this Act may be used 
for Wetzel County Courthouse, New 
Martinsville, West Virginia. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This will be 

a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 104, noes 323, 
not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 565] 

AYES—104 

Akin 
Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bishop (UT) 
Bono 
Brady (TX) 
Buchanan 
Burgess 

Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Chabot 
Coble 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Cubin 
Davis, David 

Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Feeney 
Flake 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Franks (AZ) 

Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Graves 
Hastert 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jindal 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 

Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Marchant 
McCaul (TX) 
McHenry 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 

Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Shadegg 
Smith (NE) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Upton 
Walberg 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 

NOES—323 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 

Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Faleomavaega 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortuño 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Gordon 
Granger 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 

Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Klein (FL) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 

Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 

Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 

Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—10 

Blackburn 
Boehner 
Braley (IA) 
Davis (KY) 

Davis, Jo Ann 
Giffords 
Jones (OH) 
Meek (FL) 

Ortiz 
Sessions 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 
vote). Members are advised that there 
is 1 minute remaining on this vote. 

b 1626 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated against: 
Ms. GIFFORDS. Mr. Chairman, on rollcall 

No. 565, I was at the White House. Had I 
been present, I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CAMPBELL OF 
CALIFORNIA 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California (Mr. 
CAMPBELL) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. CAMPBELL of 
California: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

None of the funds in this Act may be used 
for the Conte Anadromous Fish Laboratory. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This will be 

a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 97, noes 330, 
not voting 10, as follows: 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7252 June 27, 2007 
[Roll No. 566] 

AYES—97 

Akin 
Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bilbray 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bono 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Chabot 
Coble 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Feeney 
Flake 
Fossella 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 

Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Goodlatte 
Graves 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McHenry 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 

Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Thornberry 
Upton 
Walberg 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 

NOES—330 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conyers 

Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Faleomavaega 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fortuño 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Gordon 
Granger 
Green, Al 

Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hayes 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lowey 

Lucas 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 

Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 

Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—10 

Brady (TX) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Hirono 

Jones (OH) 
Levin 
McDermott 
Moore (WI) 

Ortiz 
Sessions 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 
The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 

vote). Members are advised that there 
is 1 minute remaining on the vote. 

b 1630 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated against: 
Ms. HIRONO. Mr. Chairman, on rollcall No. 

566, I was on the floor, but in a discussion 
with collegues, and missed the vote. Had I 
been present, I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. LEWIS of 
Georgia was allowed to speak out of 
order.) 

MOURNING THE PASSING OF THE HONORABLE 
JOHN J. FLYNT, JR. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I am sorry to announce to the body 
that a former Member of this body, 
John J. Flynt, Jr., better known as 
Jack Flynt, of Georgia, passed on Sun-
day at his home in Griffin, Georgia. 

Congressman Jack Flynt was 92 
years old. He served in the Congress 
from 1954 until his retirement in 1979, 
and he was a member of the Armed 
Services and Appropriations Commit-
tees, and at one time, he was also the 
Chair of the Ethics Committee. 

Congressman Flynt had many varied 
professional experiences. He was a 

prosecutor and the founder of a bank. 
During World War II, he joined the 
Army Reserve and was aide-de-camp to 
Brigadier General Robert W. Grow in 
France. For his service he was awarded 
the Bronze Star. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
yield to my colleague from Georgia 
(Mr. WESTMORELAND). 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Chair-
man, I want to thank my colleague for 
yielding. 

Congressman Jack Flynt was a life-
long resident of Spalding County in my 
district. After gaining a bachelor’s de-
gree at the University of Georgia and a 
law degree at George Washington Uni-
versity, a young Jack Flynt enlisted in 
the Army Reserves. He fought the war 
in France, won a Bronze Star, and re-
tired as a colonel in the Reserves. 

After serving his Nation at war and 
in the Congress, Congressman Flynt 
came home to Griffin for the last 20 
years of his life and he continued work-
ing in his hometown community. 

On behalf of the people of my dis-
trict, the Third District of Georgia, 
and the great State of Georgia, I thank 
Congressman Flynt for his lifetime of 
service, and our thoughts and prayers 
are with his wife and family. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I would like to yield now to my 
colleague from Georgia, Congressman 
PHIL GINGREY. 

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank my colleague Mr. LEWIS for 
yielding. 

Former Member Jack Flynt served in 
this body for 24 years. It has been men-
tioned that he served on the Appropria-
tions Committee. Some could say that 
he is neither a Democrat nor a Repub-
lican but an appropriator. But Jack 
Flynt was a boll weevil Democrat. If he 
were here today, he would be a staunch 
member of the Blue Dogs, I feel con-
fident. 

When I was running in this district 
originally, that area was in my district 
and many people said to me, You need 
to know Jack Flynt. I am disappointed, 
Mr. Chairman, that I never did get to 
know him. But in every instance the 
word about Jack Flynt was he was a 
gentleman. 

And he and his wife of 65 years, Pa-
tricia of Griffin, Georgia, they have 
three children: Susan Flynt Stirn of 
Arlington County; John J. Flynt III of 
Augusta, Georgia, my hometown; and 
Crisp B. Flynt of Griffin; four grand-
children and two great grandchildren. 

I am humbled to have an opportunity 
to just say a few words about a great 
Member of this body and to pay respect 
to him and offer our condolences to his 
entire family. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I ask that the House now join in 
a moment of silence in memory of John 
J. Flynt. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Members 
will rise and the House will observe a 
moment of silence. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-

jection, 2-minute voting will continue. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7253 June 27, 2007 
There was no objection. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
FLAKE) on Greene County, Pennsyl-
vania, on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This will be 

a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 104, noes 328, 
not voting 5, as follows: 

[Roll No. 567] 

AYES—104 

Akin 
Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Bono 
Brady (TX) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Castle 
Chabot 
Coble 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Feeney 
Flake 
Fortenberry 

Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Graves 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Linder 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McHenry 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Musgrave 
Myrick 

Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Upton 
Walberg 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 

NOES—328 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 

Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 

Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 

Drake 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Faleomavaega 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortuño 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Gordon 
Granger 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hayes 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 

Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 

Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—5 

Davis (KY) 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Jones (OH) 
Ortiz 

Sessions 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 
vote). Members are advised that there 
is 1 minute remaining in this vote. 

b 1639 

Mr. BUYER changed his vote from 
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
FLAKE) on Columbus, Ohio, on which 
further proceedings were postponed and 
on which the noes prevailed by voice 
vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This will be 

a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 66, noes 364, 
not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 568] 

AYES—66 

Akin 
Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Blackburn 
Brady (TX) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Feeney 
Flake 
Fortenberry 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Graves 

Heller 
Hensarling 
Inglis (SC) 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Linder 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 

Pearce 
Petri 
Pitts 
Price (GA) 
Radanovich 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Sensenbrenner 
Shadegg 
Smith (NE) 
Souder 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Walberg 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 

NOES—364 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 

Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 

Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Faleomavaega 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
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Filner 
Forbes 
Fortuño 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Klein (FL) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 

Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 

Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—7 

Davis (KY) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Jones (OH) 

Kirk 
Ortiz 
Pence 

Sessions 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 
vote). Members are advised that there 
is 1 minute remaining in this vote. 

b 1643 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
FLAKE) on Greensburg, Pennsylvania, 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This will be 

a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 86, noes 343, 
not voting 8, as follows: 

[Roll No. 569] 

AYES—86 

Akin 
Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bilbray 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Bono 
Burgess 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Castle 
Chabot 
Coble 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Davis, David 
Deal (GA) 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Feeney 
Flake 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 

Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Graves 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Linder 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McHenry 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 

Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Ramstad 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Stearns 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Upton 
Walberg 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 

NOES—343 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 

Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conyers 
Costa 

Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 

Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Faleomavaega 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortuño 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 

Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 

Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—8 

Davis (KY) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Hunter 

Jones (OH) 
Nunes 
Ortiz 

Sessions 
Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 
The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 

vote). There is 1 minute remaining on 
this vote. 

b 1647 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 22 OFFERED BY MR. JORDAN OF 

OHIO 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. JOR-
DAN) on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 150, noes 281, 
not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 570] 

AYES—150 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 

Fortuño 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Lamborn 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 

Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Reynolds 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (SC) 
Young (AK) 

NOES—281 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 

Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 

Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 

Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jindal 

Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 

Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—6 

Davis (KY) 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Hunter 
Ortiz 

Pickering 
Sessions 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 
vote). There is 1 minute remaining on 
the vote. 

b 1651 

Mr. COLE of Oklahoma changed his 
vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT NO. 29 OFFERED BY MR. PRICE OF 
GEORGIA 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
PRICE) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This is a 2- 

minute vote. There are five 2-minute 
votes after this vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 178, noes 254, 
not voting 5, as follows: 

[Roll No. 571] 

AYES—178 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Castle 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 

Fortuño 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Latham 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mitchell 

Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Rehberg 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—254 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 

Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 

Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
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Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Emanuel 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 

Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 

Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—5 

Davis (KY) 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Marchant 
Ortiz 

Sessions 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 
vote). There are less than 30 seconds re-
maining on the vote. 

b 1654 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT NO. 27 OFFERED BY MRS. 
MUSGRAVE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentlewoman from Colorado 
(Mrs. MUSGRAVE) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 193, noes 238, 
not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 572] 

AYES—193 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Cardoza 
Carney 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 

Fortuño 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Latham 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Melancon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 

Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Rehberg 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—238 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Granger 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 

Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hayes 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 

Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—6 

Davis (KY) 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Nunes 
Ortiz 

Pascrell 
Sessions 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 
vote). There is 1 minute remaining on 
the vote. 

b 1658 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 17 OFFERED BY MR. INSLEE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Washington 
(Mr. INSLEE) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
There are three more 2-minute votes 

continuing after this vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 188, noes 242, 
not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 573] 

AYES—188 

Ackerman 
Allen 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Biggert 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bono 
Boucher 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Campbell (CA) 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Frelinghuysen 
Giffords 

Gillmor 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 

Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pastor 
Payne 
Platts 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Solis 
Stark 
Sutton 
Tauscher 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOES—242 

Abercrombie 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Berry 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Cardoza 
Carney 
Carter 
Chandler 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Costa 
Costello 
Cramer 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (AL) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Dingell 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fortuño 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 

Gerlach 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hill 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jindal 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Keller 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 

Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Pascrell 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—7 

Burgess 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Herger 
Norton 
Ortiz 

Sessions 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 
vote). There is 1 minute remaining on 
the vote. 

b 1702 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. UDALL OF 
COLORADO 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
UDALL) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 219, noes 215, 
not voting 4, as follows: 

[Roll No. 574] 

AYES—219 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Biggert 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bordallo 
Boyd (FL) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 

Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gordon 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 

Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tauscher 
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Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 

Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 

Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOES—215 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barton (TX) 
Berry 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carney 
Carter 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fortuño 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 

Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Kanjorski 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Melancon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 

Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mollohan 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Space 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—4 

Davis (KY) 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Ortiz 
Sessions 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 
The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 

vote). One minute remains in this vote. 

b 1709 

Messrs. SNYDER, RANGEL, BOYD of 
Florida, LEVIN and BACA changed 
their vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Chair-
man, I have a point of order. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Chair-
man, rule XX, clause 2(a) says that no 
vote will be held open to change the 
outcome. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman states a fair question. The vote 
was kept open to do the numerical cal-
culation to see if the votes of the Dele-
gates would change the outcome. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Chair-
man, I have a parliamentary inquiry. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman will state it. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Chair-
man, I understand that you hold the 
vote open for people not having voted, 
but this was a specific case of people 
changing their vote after the limit. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The vote 
was not kept open for the purpose of al-
lowing Members to vote. There had to 
be numerical calculations on the votes 
of the Delegates to see if they changed 
the outcome of the vote. That was the 
purpose of the delay. It was not for any 
other reason. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Chair-
man, if I understand it correctly, the 
rule XX, clause 2(a) was put into effect 
to keep votes open and keep people 
from lobbying to change their votes. 
That is exactly what happened on this 
vote, and it is against the rules. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. LAMBORN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
LAMBORN) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This will be 

a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 97, noes 335, 
not voting 5, as follows: 

[Roll No. 575] 

AYES—97 

Akin 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Brady (TX) 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Camp (MI) 

Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Carter 
Chabot 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis, David 
Doolittle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Everett 
Feeney 
Flake 

Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hunter 

Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Lamborn 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Matheson 
McCaul (TX) 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 

Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Musgrave 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Radanovich 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 

Sali 
Sensenbrenner 
Shadegg 
Shuster 
Skelton 
Smith (NE) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Taylor 
Thornberry 
Walberg 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 
Young (AK) 

NOES—335 

Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 

DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Drake 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fortuño 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Granger 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 

Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:40 Jun 28, 2007 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00052 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A27JN7.041 H27JNPT1cn
oe

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

_C
N



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7259 June 27, 2007 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 

Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 

Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—5 

Abercrombie 
Davis (KY) 

Davis, Jo Ann 
Ortiz 

Sessions 

b 1715 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CANNON 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Utah (Mr. CAN-
NON) on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This will be 

a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 204, noes 223, 
not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 576] 

AYES—204 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barton (TX) 
Berry 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 

Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Costa 
Cramer 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 

Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fortuño 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 

Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jindal 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 

Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 

Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Space 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—223 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bordallo 
Boswell 
Boyd (FL) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 

DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gohmert 
Gordon 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 

Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 

Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 

Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—10 

Conyers 
Crenshaw 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Hinchey 
Hoekstra 
Ortiz 
Reyes 

Sessions 
Whitfield 

b 1719 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Department 

of the Interior, Environment, and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008’’. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that the Committee do now rise and re-
port the bill back to the House with 
sundry amendments, with the rec-
ommendation that the amendments be 
agreed to and that the bill, as amend-
ed, do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
MCNULTY) having assumed the chair, 
Mr. SNYDER, Acting Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union, reported that that 
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 2643) making appro-
priations for the Department of the In-
terior, environment, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes, 
he reported the bill back to the House 
with sundry amendments, with the rec-
ommendation that the amendments be 
agreed to and that the bill, as amend-
ed, do pass. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
House Resolution 514, the previous 
question is ordered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment reported from the Com-
mittee of the Whole? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I demand 
a separate vote on the Udall amend-
ment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a sep-
arate vote demanded on any other 
amendment? If not, the Chair will put 
them en gros. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Clerk will report the amendment on 
which a separate vote has been de-
manded. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment: 
Page 111, after line 17, insert the following: 

TITLE VI—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 
PROVISIONS 

SEC. 601. None of the funds made available 
by this Act shall be used to prepare or pub-
lish final regulations regarding a commer-
cial leasing program for oil shale resources 
on public lands pursuant to section 369(d) of 
the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (Public Law 
109–58) or to conduct an oil shale lease sale 
pursuant to subsection 369(e) of such Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 216, nays 
210, not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 577] 

YEAS—216 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boyd (FL) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 

Ferguson 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 

Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 

Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 

Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—210 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barton (TX) 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carney 
Carter 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 

Gerlach 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meehan 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 

Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Space 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—6 

Davis (KY) 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Ortiz 
Sessions 

Smith (NJ) 
Waxman 

b 1741 
Mr. BERRY changed his vote from 

‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Ms. LEE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup-

port of the Interior Appropriations bill, and in 
favor of the rational funding increases it pro-
poses to help manage federal lands, support 
Native Americans, protect our environment, 

and address the urgent problem of global cli-
mate change. 

Chairman DICKS and his staff have put to-
gether a great bill that finally reverses the long 
series of cuts for environmental programs im-
posed by the President and previous Repub-
lican Congress. 

With $2.047 billion in this bill, we can finally 
take a step forward to address the huge back-
log of maintenance projects in our national 
parks system. 

With $8.086 billion in this bill we can finally 
put some teeth into the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency’s mission as it now moves to 
comply with the recent landmark Supreme 
Court decision requiring regulation of green-
house gas emissions under the Clean Air Act. 

With $5.731 billion in this bill we can finally 
make good on some of the promises we have 
made to Native American communities by sup-
porting health care, education, economic de-
velopment and law enforcement, including a 
targeted methamphetamine prevention initia-
tive. 

And with the important creation of a new 
Commission on Climate Change Mitigation 
and Adaptation with a $50 million budget to 
jumpstart scientific activity, we can begin to 
implement some real solutions to the problem 
of global climate change. 

I am also pleased that in addition to making 
these much needed investments, the Interior 
bill maintains the bipartisan moratorium on 
new oil and gas drilling on our outer conti-
nental shelf. 

We recognize that safeguarding the health 
and natural beauty of our coastal environment 
for future generations is an important priority 
for our nation. 

We don’t believe that it is worth trading 
away coastal habitats to the administration’s 
cronies in the oil and gas industry to continue 
their massive shakedown of our constituents 
through tax incentives and high prices at the 
pump. 

I again want to applaud my colleague Chair-
man DICKS for writing such a well-crafted, 
thoughtful, and forward looking bill and I urge 
my colleagues to support this bill. 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Chairman, I rise today in 
strong support of the Department of the Inte-
rior, Environment, and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 2008. 

This bill is the first step on the long road 
back to re-investing in our environment after 
years of neglect. It is a much-needed turn-
about from the practice of treating the natural 
world merely as a source of material, rather 
than as the human race’s one and only home. 
It is a necessary reversal of past policies 
which disregarded the value of clean water, 
clean air, and our public lands. 

It represents the commitment of the new 
Democratic majority to strengthening the long- 
term viability of our environment. At the same 
time, it protects public health and dem-
onstrates how important it is for us to act as 
stewards for our communities. 

Treating our wastewater before it is dis-
charged into our oceans and rivers is a crucial 
part of this process. However, the equipment 
and infrastructure that we use to clean our 
wastewater is rapidly aging. It no longer has 
the capacity to treat the amount of waste pro-
duced by our growing population. My constitu-
ents in Sacramento have battled this problem 
for years. When heavy rains come, the spec-
ter of sewers overflowing into our streets can 
become a harsh reality. 
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That is why I am so pleased that the Appro-

priations Committee has used this legislation 
to renew our commitment to clean water infra-
structure. H.R. 2643 increases water-related 
research, restores funding for clean water 
grants to States, and directs greater resources 
to cleaning up contaminated groundwater 
sites. In doing so, this bill recognizes that in-
vesting in clean water protects our drinking 
supply, restores our rivers and lakes, and 
strengthens public health. 

Mr. Chairman, Americans across the coun-
try—and in particular the people I represent 
from Sacramento—will benefit from this legis-
lation’s clean water provisions. No longer will 
we have to worry about untreated wastewater 
stagnating in our streets and polluting our riv-
ers. No more will raw sewage seep into base-
ments, public parks, and other areas where 
young children play. 

When we pass this bill, the water our con-
stituents drink will be cleaner. The rivers they 
swim in will house fewer bacteria. The sewers 
they rely on to transport wastewater will stop 
overflowing. Every Member of Congress has 
an interest in solving the problems of over-
whelmed wastewater infrastructure, and H.R. 
2643 begins to do so. 

While this bill is but a beginning, Mr. Chair-
man, I am confident that the Democratic Con-
gress will use it as a building block to continue 
restoring past cuts to clean water programs. 
The tangible benefits of this bill’s clean water 
funding levels are considerable, but they are 
still just the first step in renewing our country’s 
commitment to that basic building block of life 
that sustains us all. 

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 2643. 
Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I 

rise to express my concerns about legislative 
amendments related to permitting drilling for 
oil or natural gas off of our Nation’s Outer 
Continental Shelf (OSC). 

I want it to be very clear what I support with 
regard to offshore drilling. I believe it is impor-
tant to ensure that we can adequately protect 
Florida’s shoreline and I believe that the legis-
lation approved last year by the Congress 
more than protects Florida’s shoreline. I sup-
port a 100-mile buffer of protection for our 
beaches when it comes to drilling oil wells. 
Additionally, I am not opposed to allowing nat-
ural gas only wells at a distance closer than 
100 miles, particularly in those States that 
want to permit natural gas wells closer to their 
coasts. 

The current Federal moratorium on offshore 
drilling bans natural gas wells not only along 
the Florida coast, but also along southern, 
central and northern California; Washington; 
Oregon; and the North Atlantic, including Vir-
ginia. The State of Virginia has indicated that 
it would like to permit drilling off of its shore. 
The Democrat Governor of the State has 
asked for the ability to allow drilling off of Vir-
ginia’s shore. The Republican legislature of 
Virginia has asked the Federal Government to 
remove the barrier to drilling off the coast. The 
Federal moratorium in the Interior and Envi-
ronment Appropriations bills stops this policy 
asked for by the State of Virginia. 

Additionally, with regard to Florida, I would 
like to clarify some confusion on this issue. 
Some have suggested that without the Federal 
moratorium rider on the Interior bill drilling 
would be allowed within 3 miles of the Florida 
coast. That is just simply not the case. The 
Presidential moratorium would remain in place 

protecting Florida. Additionally, President Bush 
has pledged to ensure that Florida is permitted 
to maintain at least a 100-mile protective buff-
er. Moreover should the Presidential morato-
rium be removed, the Congress must enact 
legislation directing the Department of the In-
terior on where to permit Outer Continental 
Shelf (OCS) leases. This is not a one step 
process. 

Some have suggested that allowing natural 
gas wells will do little to address the energy 
costs in the United States. This claim simply 
is not based on sound economics. As many of 
my colleagues know, over the past decade 
there has been a dramatic increase in the use 
of natural gas to produce electricity. Switching 
to natural gas for electric power generation 
has been a very quick and cost effective way 
to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Accord-
ing a 2005 report from the Florida Public Serv-
ice Commission, in 2003, 26 percent of Flor-
ida’s electric power was generated using nat-
ural gas. By 2013, just 6 years from now, the 
FPSC projects that over 50 percent of Flor-
ida’s electric power will be generated using 
natural gas. The cost of natural gas for electric 
power generation has more than doubled 
since 2002 from about $3.00 per thousand 
cubic feet to more than $7.00 in 2007. Clearly, 
Florida is increasingly relying on natural gas to 
meet our everyday energy needs and ensuring 
a longer term affordable supply of natural gas 
will make Florida consumers’ power bills more 
affordable. 

When you consider this growing reliance on 
clean burning natural gas along with price in-
creases we have seen, it is clear that Florida 
consumers will continue to pay higher costs 
for electricity if we don’t expand our natural 
gas supply. 

I look forward to working with my colleagues 
to ensure that Florida has an adequate protec-
tive buffer while looking to meet our constitu-
ents’ long-term clean energy needs. 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, I rise today in 
strong support of strengthening environmental 
protections, preserving public lands, and con-
fronting global warming. 

In the past 6 years of Republican budgets, 
our National Parks, forests, and wildlife ref-
uges were recklessly neglected. The Environ-
mental Protection Agency, EPA, the main enti-
ty responsible for enforcing environmental 
laws, was left scrambling for funding. None-
theless, President Bush suggested another big 
cut in his budget request. Fortunately for the 
millions of people who enjoy our public lands 
and who rely on the EPA to protect our air 
and water, the new Democratic Congress is 
committed to reversing years of dereliction. In-
stead, we are making overdue investments in 
environmental protections. 

The Interior, Environment, and Related 
Agencies appropriations bill (H.R. 2643) pro-
vides for modest, but crucial, funding in-
creases in a number of areas including: $437 
million above the President’s request for the 
Clean Water State Revolving Fund that will 
allow approximately 150 communities to mod-
ernize their drinking water and wastewater in-
frastructure; $200 million increase over 2007 
levels for the National Park Service to end a 
decade of declines in staffing, visitor services, 
and maintenance; $900 million more than the 
President proposed for EPA enforcement and 
scientific research. 

This bill protects coastal ecosystems and 
communities by maintaining the longstanding 

moratoria on oil and gas drilling on the Outer 
Continental Shelf. This restriction protects the 
California coastlines that my constituents and 
I hold dear. 

Finally, after years of denials and 
stonewalling by Republicans, this bill recog-
nizes that climate change is a reality and re-
quires us to act. 

It would create a Commission on Climate 
Change Adaptation and Mitigation to make 
recommendations on how to best respond to 
climate change. This long overdue step will 
allow us to begin to address the many chal-
lenges that global warming presents. 

President Bush has issued a veto threat and 
called this bill ‘‘irresponsible and excessive.’’ 
What is truly ‘‘irresponsible’’ is wasting billions 
of dollars on a fraudulent war while ignoring 
the threat of global warming and failing to pro-
tect the environment and the public health. 
This bill begins to alter the dangerous environ-
mental course that the President and the Re-
publicans have led us down the last 6 years. 
I urge my colleagues to join me in voting yes. 

Mrs. CUBIN. Mr. Chairman, the Report ac-
companying H.R. 2643, the fiscal year 2008 
Interior and the Environment Appropriations 
Act, urges the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy to study the health and environmental ef-
fects of using trona in air pollution control sys-
tems. Trona is a naturally occurring, non-toxic 
mineral widely used in food additives, in glass 
manufacturing, paper, laundry products and 
medicine. It is odorless, non-combustible and 
stable in the air. Trona is a key ingredient of 
baking soda. Here in the United States, we 
are fortunate to have an abundance of this in-
credibly useful mineral. The Green River Basin 
of Wyoming is home to the world’s largest 
trona deposit, and the Wyoming trona industry 
alone products close to 20 million tons of 
trona every year and employs more than 
2,000 people. 

For almost 20 years, trona has also played 
a critical and growing role in air pollution con-
trol at coal-fired power plants, cement plants, 
municipal incinerators and similar facilities 
around the country, including Alaska, Colo-
rado, Florida, Virginia and Washington. Texas- 
based Solvay Chemicals, Inc. pioneered the 
use of trona in air pollution control systems, 
and it is the only company in the United 
States that produces trona products for that 
purpose. 

Trona simply works in air pollution control 
systems, and it works incredibly well. The 
EPA, which has repeatedly approved the use 
of trona in air pollution control systems, re-
ports that those systems have actually re-
duced sulfur dioxide emissions by more than 
85 percent and hydrochloric acid emissions by 
95 percent at several power plants around the 
country, without increasing particulate matter 
emissions. 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I rise today in 
support of H.R. 2643. I want to thank my col-
league and friend, Chairman NORM DICKS, for 
his tireless work in bringing to the floor a bill 
that we should all be proud of because of its 
commitment to protecting and conserving our 
environment and natural resources for future 
generations to enjoy. 

John F. Kennedy said in March 1961, ‘‘It is 
our task in our time and in our generation to 
hand down undiminished to those who come 
after us, as was handed down to us by those 
who went before, the natural wealth and beau-
ty which is ours.’’ In previous years we have 
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passed Interior Appropriations bills that do ex-
actly the opposite—we have cut essential 
funding that has put our natural resources at 
risk as well as allowed policy decisions to 
hamper our ability to protect at-risk land, wil-
derness and wildlife. In previous years, I have 
stood before this Congress and expressed dis-
appointment and anger with our complete dis-
regard for environmental stewardship. But this 
year is different. 

We finally have a bill that reflects where our 
budget priorities should be. While this legisla-
tion may not solve all of our problems, I be-
lieve it is an enormous step in the right direc-
tion. 

First, I am proud to say that this bill allo-
cates $50 million for the stateside grant pro-
gram of the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund. The Land and Water Conservation Fund 
was separated into two components—the full 
federal program and the stateside grant pro-
gram—to help address overdevelopment in 
both urban and rural areas. The stateside pro-
gram has increased the number of recreation 
areas and facilities in our communities. It has 

also increased local involvement in land pro-
tection and open space preservation. 

In New Jersey alone, the LWCF program 
has helped preserve of 73,000 acres of land 
by providing more than $111 million in fund-
ing. Some of the funding has been used to 
cleanup playgrounds, and build baseball fields, 
develop waterfront parks and restore open 
spaces. It is beyond me why the President 
continues to propose eliminating a program 
that is so successful. Fortunately, Chairman 
DICKS and the members of the Subcommittee 
understand the vital role this program plays in 
protecting and maintaining vital open spaces. 
They have invested in a program that remains 
a staple for conservation and land protection 
across the country. 

These funds are long-term gifts that allow 
for the preservation of the wild and untouched 
places in America that our children and their 
children should have for their enjoyment. 

These funds provide for Tuesday night 
baseball games and Sunday walks along the 
river, along with keeping what remains of our 
natural resources clean and pollutant free. 

I also want to commend the committee for 
recognizing the dire situation of the National 
Parks. In preparation for the 100th anniversary 
of the National Parks System in 2016, we 
have included a hefty increase in the Parks 
budget for this fiscal year. This will go to park 
improvements, staffing increases, and visitor 
center upgrades in the Parks. Nearly a hun-
dred years ago, Theodore Roosevelt urged 
the American people and the government to 
begin to conserve what natural resources we 
had so that some of the most majestic parts 
of this country would remain intact. With the 
100-year anniversary of the National Park 
Service drawing closer, I echo the call to bring 
our National Parks up to standards. 

Again, I would like to commend Chairman 
DICKS for crafting this bill before us today and 
I urge my colleagues to support it. By starting 
here today with this bill, we are voting for our 
sons and daughters and our grandchildren to 
be able to enjoy the natural resources of our 
country that so many of us have had the op-
portunity to experience in our lifetimes. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I submit the fol-
lowing for the RECORD. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT OFFERED BY MR. LEWIS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I offer a motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. LEWIS of California. I am op-
posed to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Lewis of California moves to recommit 

the bill H.R. 2643 to the Committee on Ap-
propriations with instructions to report the 
same back to the House promptly with the 
following amendment: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title) insert the following: 

TITLE VII—EFFECTIVE DATE 
SEC. 701. The effective date of section 115 of 

this Act and of title VI of this Act shall be 
the day that the Secretary of the Interior, in 
consultation with the Secretary of Energy 
and the Energy Information Administration, 
certifies that nothing in this Act— 

(1) shall reduce the amount of domestic en-
ergy available from the public lands of the 
United States; 

(2) shall result in the increased imports of 
any energy otherwise available from the pub-
lic lands of the United States; or 

(3) shall result in higher costs, to Federal 
agencies funded in this Act, for gasoline, 
natural gas or home heating oil. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, no issue in this bill is more impor-
tant than our striving towards energy 
independence, and to discuss that by 
way of our motion to recommit, I yield 
to the gentleman from New Mexico 
(Mr. PEARCE), my colleague who is an 
expert on energy policy. 

Mr. PEARCE. I thank the gentleman 
from California for yielding. 

I did make my living in oil and gas. 
I never owned one oil and gas well; but 
I will tell you, we went down holes. We 
were plumbers, and we fixed the oil 
wells and so I have seen the cost and 
difficulty of producing energy from a 
very close point of view. My wife and I 
employed 50 people in a small company 
that simply repaired oil weapons. 

Reasonable people can have different 
points of view, but I have watched the 
trajectory of the Democrat energy 
bills, first H.R. 6, the energy bill that 
came through our Resources Com-
mittee and now this Interior Appro-
priations. And I will tell you that from 
my point of view, the Democratic en-
ergy agenda is anti-American energy. 
It insists that we import more. It is 
going to send more jobs to China and it 
is going to make life harder for Ameri-
cans. 

The motion to recommit simply says 
let’s have the secretary certify. If you 
reasonably believe that I am wrong 
about my assumptions, we are going to 

send this back to the secretary to cer-
tify that nothing in this bill will re-
duce the amount of domestic energy or 
result in increased imports. I think if 
you believe in your bill, you should not 
be afraid to cause that review by the 
secretary and that certification that 
we are going to protect consumers. Be-
cause every one of us hear from con-
sumers every day, our constituents, 
that the price of gasoline is too high. It 
is too high because of the policies that 
we in America, we in this American 
government have caused. 

Section 115 is a very simple section. 
It is the only research and development 
section for ultra-deep oil. I can tell you 
that the deeper you go, the more ex-
pensive oil is to get. And it is not for 
the big companies, it is for the small 
companies that can’t have research and 
development. The only research and de-
velopment money that is available for 
small companies is in section 115. It 
has been taken out of every other sec-
tion. 

Shale oil is title VI. Shale oil is two 
times all the reserves of oil and gas in 
the entire world. Two times. It would 
make us self-sufficient, and yet we are 
removing shale oil. 

My friends, these are the reasons 
that I believe the policies that are 
being promoted are anti-American and 
pro-import, will send jobs to China, and 
will make life harder for Americans. 

The Washington Post, in review of 
the very first shot of this Democrat en-
ergy agenda, H.R. 6, The Washington 
Post said, ‘‘This is something Hugo 
Chavez would be proud of.’’ 

My friends, we are not on a track to 
make life easier for Americans; we are 
on a track to make life very difficult 
for the American economy and the 
American consumer. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in op-
position to the motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Washington is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Speaker, if the mo-
tion uses the word ‘‘promptly,’’ as this 
one does, it takes the bill off the floor 
and sends it back to the Appropriations 
Committee. The committee is not re-
quired to act because the instructions 
are considered merely advisory to the 
committee. In other words, by using 
the word ‘‘promptly,’’ they would kill 
the bill. 

Now this motion to recommit is sim-
ply a device to protect excess profits of 
the energy companies. It does this by 
overturning section 115 of the bill. This 
section simply requires energy compa-
nies who are realizing $9 billion of ex-
cess profits to renegotiate the faulty 
leases which were signed in 1997 and 
1998. In legal terms, this is called ‘‘un-
just enrichment’’ at the expense of the 
taxpayers. 

The motion overturns section 115 by 
delaying it until impossible conditions 
are met, as certified by the secretary. 
If this language is adopted, these enor-

mous unjustified profits will continue 
for an industry making tens of billions 
of dollars of profit. 

Adoption of the amendment would 
kill the bill and with so many good 
things in it, I urge all Members to vote 
against the motion to recommit. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 9 of rule XX and the order 
of the House of June 26, 2007, the Chair 
will reduce to 2 minutes the minimum 
time for any electronic vote on the 
question of passage. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 186, nays 
233, not voting 13, as follows: 

[Roll No. 578] 

YEAS—186 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 

Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 

McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Terry 
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Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 

Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 

Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—233 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 

Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 

Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—13 

Boehner 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
DeFazio 
Delahunt 

Feeney 
Hall (TX) 
Melancon 
Miller, George 
Ortiz 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sessions 
Weldon (FL) 

b 1806 

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

Under clause 10 of rule XX, the yeas 
and nays are ordered. 

This will be a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 272, nays 
155, not voting 5, as follows: 

[Roll No. 579] 

YEAS—272 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Foxx 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 

Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 

Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Towns 

Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weller 

Wexler 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—155 

Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carter 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Everett 

Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Kanjorski 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 

McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Reynolds 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Shadegg 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Walberg 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (SC) 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—5 

Davis (KY) 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Frank (MA) 
Ortiz 

Sessions 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). Members are advised they 
have less than 1 minute to vote. 

b 1812 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote is objected to under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later today. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed a bill of the 
following title in which the concur-
rence of the House is requested: 

S. 1704. An act to temporarily extend the 
programs under the Higher Education Act of 
1965, and for other purposes. 

f 

ANDEAN TRADE PREFERENCE ACT 
EXTENSION 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 1830) to extend the authorities of 
the Andean Trade Preference Act until 
September 30, 2009, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 1830 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. EXTENSION OF ANDEAN TRADE 

PREFERENCE ACT. 
(a) EXTENSION.—Section 208(a) of the Ande-

an Trade Preference Act (19 U.S.C. 3206(a)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘June 30, 2007’’ and in-
serting ‘‘February 29, 2008’’. 

(b) REPEAL OF CONDITIONAL EXTENSIONS.— 
Section 208 of the Andean Trade Preference 
Act (19 U.S.C. 3206) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(a) TERMINATION.—Subject 
to subsection (b), no’’ and inserting ‘‘No’’; 
and 

(2) by striking subsection (b). 
SEC. 2. TREATMENT OF CERTAIN APPAREL ARTI-

CLES. 
Section 204(b)(3)(B) of the Andean Trade 

Preference Act (19 U.S.C. 3203(b)(3)(B)) is 
amended— 

(1) in clause (iii)— 
(A) in subclause (II)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘Subject to section 208, the’’ 

and inserting ‘‘The’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘4 succeeding 1-year peri-

ods’’ and inserting ‘‘5 succeeding 1-year peri-
ods’’; and 

(B) in subclause (III)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘means 2 percent’’ and in-

serting ‘‘means— 
‘‘(aa) 2 percent’’; 
(ii) by striking the period at the end and 

inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(iii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(bb) for the 1-year period beginning Octo-

ber 1, 2007, the percentage determined under 
item (aa) for the 1-year period beginning Oc-
tober 1, 2006.’’; and 

(2) in clause (v)(II)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘Subject to section 208, 

during’’ and inserting ‘‘During’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘3 succeeding 1-year peri-

ods’’ and inserting ‘‘4 succeeding 1-year peri-
ods’’. 
SEC. 3. MERCHANDISE PROCESSING FEES. 

Section 13031(j)(3)(A) of the Consolidated 
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1985 
(19 U.S.C. 58c(j)(3)(A)) is amended by striking 
‘‘September 30, 2014’’ and inserting ‘‘October 
14, 2014’’. 
SEC. 4. TIME FOR PAYMENT OF CORPORATE ESTI-

MATED TAXES. 
Subparagraph (B) of section 401(1) of the 

Tax Increase Prevention and Reconciliation 
Act of 2005 is amended by striking ‘‘114.25 
percent’’ and inserting ‘‘114.50 percent’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. RANGEL) and the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. MCCRERY) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, as most of us know, 
some time ago in 1991, President Bush, 
with bipartisan support, reached out to 
the Andean countries and extended fa-
vorable treatment as related to their 
exports to the United States. 

This has proven successful in making 
it possible for these countries to get 
substitute crops for coca, and, there-
fore, it has been tremendously success-
ful in building up a market for the peo-
ple in this area, as well as people in the 
United States of America. 

Right now, however, there are four 
free trade agreements that are pending 
that haven’t passed the House as yet, 
which includes, of course, Peru. So as 
we speak, there are two countries for 
which free trade agreements have not 
been negotiated, Colombia and Peru. If 
we were to allow this provision to ex-
pire, we would find ourselves in the sit-
uation where these countries and their 
tariffs would be in disarray. 

Because of the shortness of notice, 
and because we have to avoid the expi-
ration, I have been able to work with 
Mr. MCCRERY in our committee to get, 
not a 2-year extension that we would 
really want, but at least an 8-month 
extension to avoid irreparable damage 
from being caused during this period, 
at which time we will again able to re-
view the situation in the free trade 
agreements and also the substance of 
the continuation of the Andean Trade 
Preference Act, trade promotion agree-
ments. 

b 1815 

I also would like to say, in working 
with Mr. MCCRERY of the committee, 
the Members of this House should 
know that the cooperative spirit in 
which we got this extension extended 
to the point that we had to really go to 
the other Chamber in order to work 
out what we’re able to do today. 

Mr. Speaker, at this time I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCCRERY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself so much time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I’ve been an avid sup-
porter of Andean preferences, and 
today I voice my support for this short- 
term extension of the preferences. And 
I want to thank Chairman RANGEL for 
working with me and others to effect 
what we believe should pass on the 
floor today under suspension of the 
rules. 

Our country’s relationship with the 
Andean countries of Peru, Colombia, 
Ecuador and Bolivia is vitally impor-
tant, and preferences have helped enor-
mously with their economic develop-
ment and with stability in the region. 

At the same time, however, I believe 
it is time to move to a more substan-
tial, mature and reciprocal relation-
ship through free trade agreements. 
The unilateral preferences provide 
duty-free treatment to products from 

the region, but very limited value to 
United States interests in return. The 
FTAs, the free trade agreements, pro-
vide reciprocal market access benefits, 
creating new opportunity for United 
States producers, farmers and export-
ers. 

I might add that our FTAs also cre-
ate greater obligations on our trading 
partners than preferences by requiring 
them to abide by fundamental labor 
rights and certain multilateral envi-
ronmental agreements. 

Right now we have an immediate op-
portunity to implement the FTAs with 
Peru and Colombia, with the possi-
bility of future FTAs with Ecuador and 
Bolivia. We should seize this oppor-
tunity now. Both Peru and Colombia 
have already passed the pending FTAs, 
and they are expected soon to pass 
amendments to them reflecting the re-
cently concluded bipartisan trade deal 
on labor and the environment. 

It’s time for our Congress here in the 
United States to move these FTAs, too. 
Preferences are a stopgap measure. Our 
trading partners and United States in-
terests deserve more than that. Every 
day we wait is a lost opportunity to 
gain the advantages of those more ma-
ture agreements. 

With respect to Ecuador and Bolivia, 
I remain very concerned with the 
treatment of United States investors 
there. This 8-month extension gives us 
time to evaluate how these countries 
are abiding by the preference program 
requirements with respect to United 
States investment. We will be watching 
developments very carefully. 

Mr. Speaker, I support this short- 
term extension of preferences for 8 
months, which will give us the time we 
need to implement our outstanding 
free trade agreements in the region. 
The first step will be to complete con-
gressional action on the Peru agree-
ment, I hope, before the August recess. 
The time is now to solidify our rela-
tionship, instead of perpetuating what 
I believe is an unsatisfactory status 
quo. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I’d like 
to yield 4 minutes to Mr. LEVIN, who’s 
been the subcommittee Chair on Trade 
and has done an absolutely great job in 
spearheading this bipartisan approach 
of this sensitive subject. 

(Mr. LEVIN asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, as we pro-
ceed, it should be clear. We’re talking 
now about the Andean Trade Pref-
erence Act, and we’re not talking 
about the free trade agreements that 
have been discussed here. 

In my view, whether one supports or 
opposes any of those free trade agree-
ments, it would be counterproductive 
for someone to vote against extension 
of the ATPA for 8 months. 

This relates, as mentioned, to the 
four nations. The original ATPA was 
passed in 1991, and it was expanded and 
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extended through a voice vote in the 
year 2001. 

I think it should be emphasized that, 
basically, our trade relationship with 
these four nations is more complemen-
tary than it is competitive. That’s a 
crucial issue. And if you exclude oil 
and oil products, our trade balance, our 
relationship, is essentially balanced in 
the range of 10- to $11 billion that we 
export and they export, if you exclude 
oil, which is not covered by the ATPA. 

The Andean countries are a steadily 
growing market for U.S. goods, and 
that meant there was an increase, a 
rather substantial one, in 2005 over 
2004. 

Let me touch briefly on issues that 
have been discussed regarding the 
ATPA. First, apparel. The Andean 
Trade Preference Act requires the use 
of U.S. yarns in fabrics, so it isn’t a 
one-way street. And it’s somewhat 
technical, but if you include, if you 
look at the source of the fabric, essen-
tially the U.S. has made clear that 
we’re not going to be left out in the 
cold. 

In terms of crops, whether they’re 
fruit or vegetable crops, the trade is far 
more seasonal. In that sense, the trade 
is far more complementary than it is 
competitive. And so it’s been of mutual 
interest to have this Andean Trade 
Preference Act. And that’s why it was 
passed originally with broad support. It 
was extended with broad support. 
There was controversy last time be-
cause it was tied to TPA, and it essen-
tially gave different treatment to Bo-
livia and Ecuador that this bill does 
not do. 

So it’s also, I think, because of the 
complementariness of this agreement 
that it has had broad support in this 
country, and that’s true in good parts 
of the management ranks as well as 
the labor ranks. 

There’s been reference here to drugs, 
and that’s been a mixed picture. But I 
think there is evidence that the ATPA, 
which was originally passed as part of 
a drug eradication strategy, has had 
some positive impact in several coun-
tries, much less so I think in Colombia 
than in Bolivia and Peru. 

If this is not renewed, I think it 
would be mutually disadvantageous. I 
think, because of the mutuality of this 
agreement, the way it’s worked out, 
that we should pass it. 

And I close by emphasizing we’re 
talking today about the renewal, or I 
should say the extension, of the ATPA 
for 8 months. We’re not talking about 
free trade agreements. I strongly urge 
approval of this 8-month extension. 

Mr. MCCRERY. Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of controlling time, I’d like to 
yield the balance of my time to Mr. 
HERGER from California. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
POMEROY). Without objection, the gen-
tleman from California will control the 
balance of the time. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to 

yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 

Illinois (Mr. WELLER), a member of the 
Ways and Means Committee and a very 
active member of the Trade Sub-
committee. 

Mr. WELLER of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise to join in the strong bipar-
tisan support for this legislation which 
is critical to our need to continue 
working to reduce poverty, to create 
jobs and to strengthen democracy. 

Today this House has an opportunity 
to continue moving forward by extend-
ing the Andean trade preferences for 
Peru, Colombia, Ecuador and Bolivia. 
It’s only a short-term extension, 8 
months, but it moves forward. 

Just like the Caribbean Basin Initia-
tive, these preferences create jobs, re-
duce poverty and also build capacity in 
nations that previously were left out. 
The Andean preferences offer many 
who have been previously left out of 
the opportunity to participate in free 
enterprise as well as the export mar-
ketplace. 

I think of examples of communities 
who benefit. I think of the Gatazo- 
Zambrano community in Chimborazo, 
Ecuador, 400 indigenous families now 
being lifted out of poverty because 
they are now exporting broccoli and 
produce to the U.S. export market. 

I think of the thousands of women 
engaged in flower production, as well 
as the processing of flowers in Colom-
bia, involved in that industry, depend-
ent on these preferences. And if they 
went out of business, China would take 
over the flower business. 

There’s almost 2 million jobs depend-
ent in the Andean region on these An-
dean preferences which we created to 
lift people out of poverty. If you care 
about democracy in Latin America, 
you should vote ‘‘yes.’’ If you want to 
increase and expand markets for U.S. 
products, you should also vote ‘‘yes’’ 
because we in the United States benefit 
from the Andean trade preferences. 

U.S. workers and businesses benefit, 
farmers; U.S. cotton exports to Peru 
and Colombia totaled $110 million in 
2006, almost double that of 2001. U.S. 
yarn and fabric exports to Peru and Co-
lombia more than doubled between 2002 
and 2006. 

And I would note that when we im-
port garments from the Andean region 
benefiting from the Andean trade pref-
erences, the components are largely 
from inputs manufactured in the 
United States. The Andean trade pref-
erences are win/win for both. 

It’s important to remember they’re 
temporary. We have good trade agree-
ments with Peru and Colombia. We 
also need to move forward on them. 
And I urge a bipartisan bill today. 

Mr. RANGEL. At this time, Mr. 
Speaker, I’d like to yield 3 minutes to 
the gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
MCDERMOTT), an outstanding member 
on our committee. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, is 
the gentleman from New York willing 
to engage in a brief colloquy? 

Mr. RANGEL. I’d be glad to. 
Mr. MCDERMOTT. We appreciate the 

legislation that you’ve put before us 

today. The Andean Trade Preference 
Promotion Act continues to enjoy 
broad bipartisan support, and I believe 
the program is needed because we have 
a responsibility to ensure that our 
market, the largest in the world, re-
mains open to the products from devel-
oping nations. 

ATPA is a program that is helping to 
reduce poverty and strengthen our eco-
nomic ties with our hemisphere, but it 
really is only one scheme of many. The 
generalized system of preferences is 
also a vital tool we use to fight global 
poverty and better engage with devel-
oping countries. 

As you know, the duty-free treat-
ment GSP provides to imports coming 
from developing nations like India and 
Brazil is at risk of being eliminated by 
the Bush administration. In the case of 
India, the tariffs the Bush administra-
tion will propose on Indian jewelry will 
cause the loss of 300,000 jobs, and that 
would weaken our strategic alliance 
with an important ally. In this case, 
what’s bad for India is also bad for the 
United States. 

Now, in the coming weeks and 
months, I hope that we can work to-
gether to ensure that any GSP benefits 
aren’t revoked for arbitrary reasons 
that would have a negative outcome in 
developing countries. And I hope that 
you would be willing to listen to those 
kind of proposals. 

Mr. RANGEL. Let me thank my dear 
friend from Washington and indicate 
that I share your concern. At the end 
of the day, America must have a trade 
policy that helps workers here at home 
and provides opportunities for workers 
overseas. As the Chairman of the House 
Committee on Ways and Means, I can 
assure you that I will work with you 
and others to be sure that we can im-
prove our trade policy as it relates to 
developing countries. 

In the case of GSP and the benefits 
the administration may propose to 
eliminate, let me make it abundantly 
clear that on our watch we’re going to 
expand opportunities to the developing 
world and not curtail them. 

I’m pleased to know that you’re 
working on some innovative ways to 
improve our trading ties with Africa 
and Least Developed Nations. Let it be 
clear to you, the Congress and every-
one else that if the administration pro-
poses to impose tariffs on products 
coming from poor countries, and that 
such tariffs serve no development pur-
pose, I will be working with you to 
move toward legislation to prevent 
that from happening. 

And let me add this, that your con-
stant concern about making America 
look like it’s a country for freedom and 
opportunity and providing trade with 
these nations has been indicated by 
your leadership in the African growth 
and opportunity bill, the Caribbean 
Basin Initiative, and I hope to continue 
to work with you to bring opportuni-
ties for people in developing countries 
and make our country all that she can 
be. 
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b 1830 

Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. BURTON). 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I just want to start off by thanking 
my good friend CHARLIE RANGEL, the 
chairman of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, for bringing this legislation to 
the floor. We have talked to a number 
of the countries involved in the pref-
erences, and they were very concerned. 

So, CHARLIE, I want to thank you for 
bringing this to the floor at this time. 
I wish it was for a longer period, but 8 
months, as has been said by Mr. 
WELLER, is a good start. 

The one issue that I would like to 
mention, and it has not been addressed, 
and that is creating jobs in Central and 
South America helps us with our immi-
gration problem. We are going to be 
talking about illegal immigration here 
in a couple of weeks or a couple of days 
maybe. I don’t know when the Senate 
is going to send it over. But the fact of 
the matter is where there is poverty, 
where there are no jobs, where there is 
conflict, people leave and the people in 
Central and South America, obviously, 
would come north to the United States. 
We have a very serious immigration 
problem right now. In 1986 we tried to 
solve it. It didn’t work. We gave am-
nesty then. It won’t work now. But one 
thing that will help and will work to a 
degree are trade preferences and free 
trade agreements, CHARLIE, and I hope 
that you, as chairman of the Ways and 
Means, will look with some favor on 
some of the free trade agreements 
when they come up later on. I think it 
helps not only their economy and our 
economy, but it also helps with the il-
legal immigration problem in the long 
run. 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
the balance of my time to the chair-
man of the committee, Mr. LEVIN, and 
ask unanimous consent that he be al-
lowed to control that time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, it is my 

pleasure to yield 3 minutes to the hon-
orable gentleman from New York (Mr. 
ENGEL), who chairs the Western Hemi-
sphere Subcommittee for Foreign Af-
fairs. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I thank my 
friend from Michigan for yielding to 
me. 

I rise today, Mr. Speaker, in strong 
support of H.R. 1830, which extends 
trade preferences for Peru, Colombia, 
Bolivia, and Ecuador. I want to thank 
Chairman RANGEL, the dean of the New 
York delegation, and Chairman LEVIN 
for their leadership on this issue. 

I am the chairman of the Foreign Af-
fairs Subcommittee on the Western 
Hemisphere, and as chairman, I believe 
that the extension of the Andean trade 
preferences is crucial in promoting de-
velopment in the economically and po-
litically fragile Andean region while 

also supporting essential U.S. geo-
political goals. My ranking member, 
Mr. BURTON, just spoke and gave very 
good reasons why this should be sup-
ported. I agree with every one of them. 

With anti-Americanism on the rise in 
the Western Hemisphere, I believe that 
positive engagement with the Andean 
region can both improve our image 
abroad and help us to more effectively 
engage our neighbors. Many of our 
neighbors in the hemisphere feel a huge 
sense of neglect from the United 
States. The extension of the Andean 
preferences is a great way to show our 
neighbors that we are engaged and do 
indeed care. 

I believe that the preference program 
has been enormously successful, having 
created hundreds of thousands of jobs 
in the Andean region. Every job cre-
ated in the Andean region is another 
potential illegal immigrant remaining 
in their home country. Without the ex-
tension of these preferences, these jobs, 
which are in sectors that do not di-
rectly compete with U.S. jobs, will be 
eliminated. 

I am also in possession of a letter 
from the AFL–CIO which gives its ap-
proval of these agreements. 

Moreover, I feel that without the ex-
tension of ATPA, many of the unem-
ployed in the Andean region would 
turn to drug cultivation after they lose 
their jobs. The Andean preference pro-
gram was originally created not only 
to support economic development in 
the region but also to divert illegal 
coca manufacturing toward legitimate 
industries. Using these trade pref-
erences as a tool in the drug war is still 
very important today. 

Mr. Speaker, let me conclude by 
mentioning that President Bush re-
cently traveled to five countries in the 
Americas in an effort to reinvigorate 
our partnership with our friends in the 
region. Prior to his trip, President 
Bush said that ‘‘The working poor of 
Latin America need change, and the 
United States of America is committed 
to that change.’’ I believe that the ex-
tension of ATPA can help bring this 
well-needed change to our friends in 
the Andean region. 

I want to emphasize that in my trav-
els in the region, the region feels that 
the United States is looking elsewhere 
and is not engaged. The worst thing we 
could do would be not to pass this be-
cause it would prove their fears. We 
need to pass this. We need to do it 
quickly, and I urge Members on both 
sides of the aisle to support this. 

Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
31⁄2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS). 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to thank my friend 
from California for yielding me the 
time. 

I have to say that I stand here in op-
position to this bill, and I am one that 
generally supports fair trade liberaliza-
tion efforts. I believe that when prop-
erly structured, trade agreements can 
benefit all parties involved. But, Mr. 

Speaker, the Andean Trade Preference 
Act is not a trade agreement. This is 
an agreement to give access to the U.S. 
market in return for reduced drug pro-
duction by certain Andean countries. 
Let me repeat that, Mr. Speaker. This 
is an agreement to give access to the 
U.S. market in return for reduced drug 
production by certain Andean coun-
tries. 

The original idea may have been a 
noble one, and it probably still is, but 
the Act has proven to be a failure, and 
as a result, American asparagus grow-
ers have paid the price. In practice, the 
Andean Trade Preference Act has re-
sulted in higher South American drug 
production and a steep loss of acreage 
and processing of asparagus in the 
United States, as reflected by this 
chart where in the last 16 years the 
amount of acreage has been reduced by 
50 percent. 

A recent International Trade Com-
mission report found that asparagus 
was the domestic commodity most neg-
atively affected by the Act. Unlike 
other sectors, American asparagus 
growers were not provided a transition 
period before tariffs on Peruvian im-
ports were unilaterally eliminated. 
Since implementation of the Andean 
Trade Preference Act of 1991, imports 
of Peruvian asparagus have increased 
by more than 20 times. These duty-free 
imports have decimated U.S. asparagus 
growers and closed domestic asparagus 
processing plants in my district. 

Now, perhaps, Mr. Speaker, if you are 
not from an asparagus production area 
in this country, you may be thinking 
this trade-off is worth it because it re-
sults in less drug production. The un-
fortunate reality is that this Act is a 
failure in that regard too. The latest 
studies confirm that cocaine produc-
tion in the Andean countries is actu-
ally higher today than when the Ande-
an Trade Preference Act was adopted 
in 1991. 

In other words, we have exported jobs 
from rural America to these Andean 
countries and we are still seeing nar-
cotics production going up. Neverthe-
less, we are here asking American 
farmers to sacrifice their livelihoods to 
perpetuate a wholly unrelated and un-
successful anti-narcotics strategy. 

Mr. Speaker, I also regret that we are 
considering an extension of this flawed 
policy under a process that denies 
Members the opportunity to amend the 
bill, the text of which was not even 
available until a couple of hours ago. 
This is being rushed to the floor with 
no time to debate or offer amendments. 
The markup of this bill in Ways and 
Means was cancelled. The bill has not 
gone through the Rules Committee. 
The House should have an opportunity 
to have a full and fair debate on this 
Act, which has a profound negative ef-
fect on my constituents. 

So I ask my colleagues to oppose this 
bill. 

I will insert into the RECORD an arti-
cle from the Seattle Times that more 
fully points out the dilemma that as-
paragus growers have suffered, and, 
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also, I will insert into the RECORD an 
article from the New York Times re-
garding the plight of asparagus growers 
as a result of this Act. 

[From the Seattle Times, Jan. 2, 2007] 
NEW HOPE FOR ASPARAGUS GROWERS 

Washington asparagus growers might get a 
break in the new Democrat-controlled Con-
gress. 

They sure need it. 
The industry has been decimated by a U.S. 

drug policy designed to encourage Peruvian 
coca-leaf growers to switch to asparagus. 
Passed in 1990 and since renewed, the Andean 
Trade Preferences and Drugs Eradication 
Act permits certain products from Peru and 
Colombia, including asparagus, to be im-
ported to the United States tariff-free. 

The act was set to expire Dec. 31, but Con-
gress approved a six-month extension to 
make time to negotiate a proposed free-trade 
agreement. 

We believe world markets should be more 
open and barriers to trade should be lowered. 
But this trade preferences act, when it comes 
to asparagus, is a one-sided deal that does 
only harm to the U.S. industry while failing 
miserably at its stated intent of reducing 
drug production. 

The White House Office of National Drug 
Control Policy Web site currently notes that 
the Peruvian coca acreage, mostly in the 
highlands, is the highest it has been in eight 
years. 

Meanwhile, the small country has become 
a powerhouse in asparagus production along 
its Pacific Coast lowlands. Peruvian aspar-
agus production has multiplied 18-fold. The 
industry has developed a vigorous market 
and attracted sizable capital investment. 

Meanwhile, the Washington industry is a 
shadow of its former self. Acreage has been 
cut by 71 percent to just 9,000 acres. In 2005, 
Seneca closed the world’s largest cannery in 
Dayton, Columbia County, and shipped its 
state-of-the-art equipment to—no surprise— 
Peru. So did Del Monte, when it closed its 
Toppenish plant. 

Is it any wonder the U.S. asparagus indus-
try hopes the preferences act will be allowed 
to lapse in June? 

That’s not to say the Washington Aspar-
agus Commission has its head in the sand 
over the global economy. In particular, the 
commission is willing to support a proposed 
free-trade agreement with provisions com-
mon to other free-trade agreements. 

The industry wants the tariff re-imposed 
on Peruvian asparagus but only during the 
U.S. growing season—roughly April through 
June in Washington—and then phased out 
over a period of years. The tariff on U.S. pro-
duction would diminish also. 

That would be a long, overdue solution for 
an industry decimated by a drug-reduction 
policy that failed miserably. 

[From the New York Times, Apr. 25, 2004] 
WAR ON PERUVIAN DRUGS TAKES A VICTIM: 

U.S. ASPARAGUS 
(By Timothy Egan) 

After 55 years of packing Eastern Wash-
ington asparagus, the Del Monte Foods fac-
tory here moved operations to Peru last 
year, eliminating 365 jobs. The company said 
it could get asparagus cheaper and year- 
round there. 

As the global economy churns, nearly 
every sector has a story about American jobs 
landing on cheaper shores. But what hap-
pened to the American asparagus industry is 
rare, the farmers here say, because it became 
a casualty of the government’s war on drugs. 

To reduce the flow of cocaine into this 
country by encouraging farmers in Peru to 
grow food instead of coca, the United States 

in the early 1990’s started to subsidize a 
year-round Peruvian asparagus industry, and 
since then American processing plants have 
closed and hundreds of farmers have gone 
out of business. 

One result is that Americans are eating 
more asparagus, because it is available fresh 
at all times. But the growth has been in Pe-
ruvian asparagus supported by American 
taxpayers. 

‘‘We’ve created this booming asparagus in-
dustry in Peru, resulting in the demise of a 
century-old industry in America,’’ said Alan 
Schreiber, director of the Washington Aspar-
agus Commission. ‘‘And I’ve yet to hear any-
one from the government tell me with a 
straight face that it has reduced the amount 
of cocaine coming into this country.’’ 

Government officials respond that it was 
never their intent to hobble an American in-
dustry. But they say a thriving asparagus in-
dustry in Peru stabilizes the country and 
provides an incentive to grow something 
other than coca leaves, the raw material of a 
drug used regularly by about 2.8 million 
Americans. 

‘‘Apologies to the people affected,’’ said 
David Murray, special assistant for the 
White House’s drug policy office, ‘‘but the 
idea of creating alternative development, 
countrywide, does serve our purposes.’’ Mr. 
Murray said that net cultivation of coca leaf 
in Peru had fallen considerably, but that it 
was unclear how much of a role the alter-
native crop incentives had played. 

Here in Washington, the nation’s second- 
leading asparagus producer, after California, 
about 17,000 acres have been plowed under 
since a 1991 trade act prompted a flood of 
less-expensive Peruvian asparagus, a 55 per-
cent decline in acreage. 

During the same period, Peruvian aspar-
agus exports to the United States have 
grown to 110 million pounds from 4 million 
pounds. 

Two of the biggest asparagus processing 
factories in the United States have closed. 
The Del Monte plant in Toppenish is still 
packing other vegetables, but it buys and 
packs its asparagus in Peru. The other fac-
tory was in Walla Walla. 

Peruvian asparagus is sold without tariffs 
under terms of the Andean Trade Preference 
Act, signed in 1991 and renewed in 2002. The 
United States also spends about $60 million a 
year in Peru to help farmers grow and de-
velop their industry for asparagus and other 
crops seen as alternatives to coca. 

Many American farmers still compete, say-
ing they offer a better-tasting and fresher 
product. But others have abandoned the 
crop. 

When the American factories closed, Wash-
ington farmers were left without a buyer for 
millions of pounds of asparagus. Among 
them was Ed McKay, who has given up on as-
paragus, a crop that takes three to five years 
to mature, and then grows perennially. After 
growing it for 50 years and employing more 
than 100 people at the height of the season, 
he turned over his 225 acres in central Wash-
ington near Othello last year, and now 
plants some in corn and wheat, and lets 
other land go fallow. 

‘‘We’re a victim of the drug war,’’ said Mr. 
McKay, 73. ‘‘It seems like we still got plenty 
of cocaine coming into this country, but now 
we got cheap asparagus as well.’’ 

Acreage devoted to asparagus has dropped 
by a third in California, and the crop has 
nearly disappeared from the Imperial Valley, 
once a huge source of asparagus. Growers 
blame imports from Peru, but also cheaper 
asparagus from Mexico, which benefits from 
the North American Free Trade Agreement. 

In Michigan, the value of the industry has 
fallen by 35 percent since the Andean trade 
agreement. Michigan and Washington have 

been hit the hardest because they lead the 
nation in production of canned or frozen as-
paragus, a segment that has been in par-
ticular decline with the year-round Peruvian 
crop. 

‘‘The irony is that they didn’t plow under 
the coke to plant asparagus in Peru,’’ said 
John Bakker, executive director of the 
Michigan Asparagus Advisory Board. ‘‘If you 
look at that industry in Peru and where it’s 
growing, it has nothing to do with coca leaf 
growers becoming normal farmers. Coca leaf 
is grown in the highlands. The asparagus is 
near sea level.’’ 

In a letter to the State Department in 
March, Peru’s government said the aspar-
agus industry employed 50,000 people and 40 
percent came from coca-producing regions. 

‘‘It is important to understand that the 
war against drugs is another face of the bat-
tle against terrorism, and will be successful 
only if new legal jobs are created as an alter-
native to illegal activities,’’ the Peruvian 
Asparagus and Other Vegetables Institute 
said in the letter. 

Yet United States auditors, in a 2001 report 
to Congress, said the Foreign Agricultural 
Service ‘‘does not believe that Peruvian as-
paragus production provides an alternative 
economic opportunity for coca producers and 
workers—the stated purpose of the act.’’ 

Mr. Schreiber, of the Washington aspar-
agus board, said he had made two trips to 
Peru and doubted many coca growers had 
turned to asparagus. 

‘‘I don’t fault the Peruvians,’’ Mr. 
Schreiber said. ‘‘We’re in this situation be-
cause of what our government has done to 
us. They say it’s a national security issue. 
Well, the cost of it has been borne on the 
back of the American asparagus grower.’’ 

The 2001 report by the General Accounting 
Office, the auditing arm of Congress, found 
that the value of the asparagus processing 
industry in the United States had fallen by 
nearly 30 percent, which it attributed to Pe-
ruvian imports. The industry was valued at 
$217 million in 2000. 

Asparagus is labor intensive, and some in-
dustry experts have said Washington’s high 
minimum wage of $7.16 an hour has contrib-
uted to the industry’s decline. But Mr. 
McKay, the farmer, said he was able to pay 
high wages and even give workers housing, 
and still make a profit before Peruvian as-
paragus was given trade preference. 

Mr. Bakker of the Michigan asparagus 
board said about 300 farmers in his state had 
lost a total of about $25 million because of 
the cheaper Peruvian imports. The govern-
ment has bought some Michigan asparagus, 
but farmers there and in Washington say 
money that is supposed to be available to in-
dustries hurt by free trade pacts is difficult 
to get, because of a formula that takes prices 
rather than job losses into account. 

‘‘Our industry will disappear before we 
qualify for any trade assistance money,’’ Mr. 
Bakker said. ‘‘And it’s not like Michigan 
farmers are against the war on drugs. There 
are certainly social benefits from trying to 
curb cocaine production, but why should one 
industry take it on the chin for it?’’ 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, it is my 
pleasure to yield 2 minutes to a col-
league on the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, a distinguished colleague, in-
deed, Mr. KIND from Wisconsin. 

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, I thank my 
friend from Michigan for yielding me 
this time. 

I rise, as a member of the Ways and 
Means Committee, in strong support of 
this 8-month extension of the Andean 
Trade Preference Act. It is the right 
thing to do at the right time, Mr. 
Speaker. 
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There is no question, as my friend 

from New York just referenced pre-
viously, that our image has been tat-
tered and beaten abroad. That is no 
less true here in the Western Hemi-
sphere, especially with our neighbors 
to the south, through Central and 
South America. And I have always be-
lieved that our trade policies are more 
than just the exchange of products and 
goods between our Nation and others 
but also an important tool in our diplo-
matic arsenal. An arsenal that needs to 
be rebuilt now even in our own Western 
Hemisphere. 

But I also want to remind my col-
leagues that this is not a free pass for 
these four Andean nations to get this 
trade preference. They have certain 
strict criteria that they have to meet 
first to gain eligibility for these pref-
erences. Criteria such as respecting 
internationally recognized worker 
rights, treating the United States in-
vestors fairly, providing market access 
to U.S. goods, demonstrating a com-
mitment to implement its WTO obliga-
tions, and, finally, to meet the U.S. 
counter-narcotics criteria. 

And on that last point, it is not insig-
nificant that there has been substan-
tial progress, according to our own 
State Department and USTR office, of 
the drug eradication efforts and part-
nership that we have established with 
these four Andean nations. They have 
also met the criteria, again, through 
reference of our own State Depart-
ment, but ATPA is perhaps the single 
most effective alternative development 
program we have going in the region. 
By providing these local citizens with 
long-term alternatives to narcotics 
trafficking and illegal immigration, 
ATPA has helped the governments, es-
pecially in Colombia and Peru, to iso-
late violent extremist groups; to revise 
their economies; and increase their in-
vestments in their education, health 
care, and infrastructure system. 

And I submit that if we are not try-
ing to actively engage these nations to 
help them build their economy and ex-
pand economic opportunities, they are 
going to come to the United States to 
realize those opportunities that they 
are not receiving in their own coun-
tries. 

That is why I encourage my col-
leagues to support this extension. 

Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I now 
would like to yield 2 minutes to a very 
valued Member of this body, and we 
came to this institution together, Ms. 
KAPTUR of Ohio. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the chairman’s yielding me the 
time even though I rise in opposition 
to this bill and to any bill that will 
continue to outsource more U.S. jobs, 
increase our trade deficit, and not stop 
the import of illegal narcotics into this 
country. 

This is another one of those bills cast 
in NAFTA model that is already yield-
ing over $10 billion a year in trade defi-

cits to this country by the outsourcing 
of our jobs. Why would we want to do 
more? 

The American people elected us to 
make a difference. They are expecting 
us to be different than the Thomas 
committee. Why are we delivering the 
same kind of bills to this floor? 

Procedurally, this bill is being 
brought up overnight without Members 
even having the opportunity to read a 
text. I don’t know who made that deci-
sion. I doubt it was anyone on this 
floor. But for people who represent dis-
tricts like ours, it is truly a tragedy. 

One fact we are certain of is that 
NAFTA-type agreements have cost 
more jobs, more job losses, more trade 
deficit every time one of these bills 
comes to the floor. When are we going 
to learn? 

The idea of the Andean agreement 
was that it would help to displace coca 
production with other economic enter-
prises, and yet we see coca production 
increasing and more of those illegal 
drugs coming over our border. When 
something isn’t working, you ought to 
fix it. 

We look at the provisions dealing 
with labor enforcement. There is no en-
forcement, especially in the farm-re-
lated positions, in the flour industry, 
in the asparagus industry, and so forth. 
There is no enforcement in those coun-
tries. Why would we do this? 

I would love to be a Member of this 
Congress when a trade agreement is ad-
vanced that creates jobs in the United 
States of America, which is our first 
responsibility, rather than outsourc-
ing; that yields trade surpluses, not 
growing deficits that are such a huge 
drag on this economy, now knocking 
two points off GDP every year; and 
that treats the Members of this insti-
tution with respect, with respect. Not 
excluding those who disagree, but put-
ting us around the table, letting our 
voices be heard, letting us be construc-
tive Members of this institution. 

b 1845 

I would say to the leadership of this 
institution, treat the Members with re-
spect. We were also elected. 

I thank the gentleman for allowing 
me this time to speak in opposition. 

Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, I would 
just like to mention that the United 
States is the number one trading Na-
tion in the world. Because of the great 
trade that we have, we have one of the 
lowest unemployment rates of any Na-
tion in the world, 4.5 percent. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas, a member of 
the Ways and Means Committee, a very 
active member of the Trade Sub-
committee (Mr. BRADY). 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in support of this bill which would 
provide a short-term extension of cur-
rent trade preferences to our Andean 
neighbors. 

I have always supported the Andean 
trade program designed to help create 
alternative jobs and economies to 

those in the drug trade and to offer 
hope to these nations. 

And it has worked. Millions of jobs 
have developed in the region in the 
flower industry, in agriculture, all that 
contribute to stabilization and eco-
nomic growth, all of which are in 
America’s interest. 

But preferences which are one-way 
trade into America aren’t permanent. 
They aren’t designed that way because 
they matter. The impact on American 
asparagus farmers, which has shrunk 
by a third as a result of these pref-
erences is a good example. And that’s 
why it’s imperative that we work with 
our Andean neighbors to transition to 
two-way free trade agreements that 
balance and strengthen our relation-
ships. 

Not only is two-way trade fair, but it 
benefits all parties by encouraging 
more permanent investment in nations 
where rule of law, property rights, de-
mocracy and higher labor environ-
mental standards are insisted upon. 
This helps create even more jobs in the 
legitimate market, more so than the 
preferences do today. 

As an example, Peru’s legislature 
today voted to amend our agreement 
that incorporates important labor and 
environmental provisions negotiated 
by Chairman RANGEL, Ranking Member 
MCCRERY and others. 

Approving the pending free trade 
agreements with partners Peru and Co-
lombia have significant security and 
foreign policy implications as well by 
strengthening our hand against Presi-
dent Chavez in Venezuela and his cor-
rosive influence in the region. 

Mr. Speaker, I support the preference 
extension. We shouldn’t disrupt cur-
rent trade flows or hurt our friends in 
the region whose livelihoods depend 
upon this program, but we need to 
move forward in a timely manner with 
agreements with Peru and Colombia. 

I am hopeful that Ecuador and Bo-
livia understand that one-way pref-
erences are temporary and require a 
good faith effort on their part to ad-
dress outstanding trade and expropria-
tion issues if they wish to continue. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, it is my 
pleasure to yield 2 minutes to another 
distinguished member of the Ways and 
Means Committee, the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER). 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I appreciate the 
gentleman’s courtesy, as I appreciate 
what my colleague from Ohio said a 
moment ago. But with all due respect, 
I couldn’t disagree with her more. 

First of all, what is brought here 
today is not a NAFTA-type agreement. 
Bear in mind, this is being urged for 
approval by the Council of Textile Or-
ganizations, the Bush administration 
and the AFL–CIO. It is an 8-month ex-
tension for us to be able to move for-
ward in an orderly fashion. 

We have, in fact, heard concerns that 
have been voiced by our friend from 
Ohio and others. That’s why the com-
mittee is hard at work. And I commend 
the leadership of Chairman RANGEL and 
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Chairman LEVIN to be able to put to-
gether a framework on a bipartisan 
basis that speaks to those concerns. I 
am quite confident when we bring for-
ward the FTAs that they are decidedly 
not NAFTA-type agreements. 

I think the gentlelady is right, there 
are certain parts of this decision that 
were made beyond perhaps the chair-
man, but there are also two bodies that 
are at work. And our chairman has 
been working to be able to accommo-
date a complex set of issues going for-
ward. 

This 8-month extension ought to be 
welcomed because it will enable more 
concrete information to be available 
that I think will raise the comfort 
level of the gentlelady. It will cer-
tainly speak to the concerns that I 
have heard back home, and will under-
score the hard work that this com-
mittee has been doing. 

I respectfully suggest that the work 
that we’re going to see, for example, 
with the environment in Peru, with il-
legal logging, with what’s happening 
with the environmental sector, labor 
standards, these are going to provide a 
more complete package that is going 
to enable us to have trade, provide that 
two-way comfort level, and work for all 
concerns. 

In the meantime, I would strongly 
recommend that we support this exten-
sion under an expedited process that 
will enable us to return to this floor 
with a more comprehensive approach, 
and that will enable us to move our en-
tire agenda forward. 

Mr. HERGER. I now yield 2 minutes 
to the gentleman from California, the 
ranking member of the Rules Com-
mittee (Mr. DREIER). 

(Mr. DREIER asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of this extension. I want 
to congratulate the chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee, the sub-
committee chairman, and of course my 
very good friend and fellow Californian 
(Mr. HERGER) who joins with the distin-
guished ranking member of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means Mr. 
MCCRERY in moving this effort forward 
in a bipartisan way. 

As I listen to this debate, I heard my 
colleague from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) ma-
lign the issue of trade saying that she 
very much wants to see trade agree-
ments that create American jobs. I 
could not agree with her more. I very 
much believe that as we look at trade 
agreements that we have put into 
place, recognizing that we have an ex-
cess of a third of a trillion dollars in 
cross-border trade between Mexico and 
the United States of America following 
implementation of the North American 
Free Trade Agreement, that has dem-
onstrated that what we’re doing here 
this evening is just a very small step in 
establishing these very important 
agreements with Peru and Colombia. 
We hope very much that we can do it 
with Bolivia and Ecuador, and we hope 

very much that we can do it with Pan-
ama. 

And frankly, as we look at those 
agreements, what is it that those 
agreements will do? They will lower 
the tariff barriers that exist preventing 
U.S. workers from having opportuni-
ties to send their goods and services 
into those very important countries in 
this hemisphere. 

I join with my colleagues who have 
underscored the fact that the threat of 
Hugo Chavez and other leaders in this 
hemisphere is a very serious one. The 
anti-American sentiment is high, and 
it’s being fueled by Hugo Chavez. He is 
very much opposed to these free trade 
agreements. He is very much opposed 
to any opportunity to expand com-
merce within this hemisphere. And 
that’s why, for national security rea-
sons, for job creation reasons, and to 
benefit consumers right here in the 
United States of America, it is very 
important, Mr. Speaker, that we have 
strong bipartisan support for this ef-
fort. And let it lay the groundwork for 
us to pass these important trade agree-
ments for our future. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself as much time as I may con-
sume. 

I support this short-term extension 
of the Andean preferences. 

U.S. trade preferences for Colombia, 
Peru, Ecuador and Bolivia have 
furthered important economic develop-
ment and political purposes, including 
creating incentives that shift from pro-
duction of illegal drugs to legitimate 
products, increasing economic growth 
in these countries and strengthening 
democracy in the region. 

The Andean trade preference expires 
on June 30. I believe that extending 
these preferences is very important, 
but only as a short-term bridge to im-
plementing bilateral free trade agree-
ments with these countries. Such FTAs 
are reciprocal, open up more trade op-
portunities, and provide permanent 
tariff reductions for U.S. interests as 
compared to the temporary tariff re-
ductions provided to Andean interests 
by the preferences. 

For example, the pending FTAs with 
Peru and Colombia will greatly en-
hance our economic and trade ties to 
the benefit of the Andean and U.S. in-
dustries and workers. According to the 
Office of the U.S. Trade Representa-
tive, once the Colombia and Peru FTAs 
are implemented, one, 80 percent of 
U.S. exports of consumer and indus-
trial goods will immediately be duty 
free, with another 7 percent duty free 
within 5 years and our remaining tar-
iffs eliminated within 10 years. 

Two, a substantial amount of U.S. 
farm exports will receive immediate 
duty-free treatment. 

Three, Colombia and Peru will pro-
vide substantial market access to U.S. 
service providers with very few excep-
tions. 

Four, all U.S. information tech-
nology products will enter duty free. 

And five, U.S. investors and intellec-
tual property right holders will receive 
important protections. 

From the perspective of Peru and Co-
lombia, these FTAs will expand their 
trade opportunities with the United 
States. The FTAs, with their perma-
nence and, in many cases, immediate 
tariff reductions will provide more cer-
tainty for their own industries and 
workers. 

Moving to FTAs with our Andean 
trading partners also will greatly build 
on our growing overall trade relation-
ship with these countries at a time 
when the EU and other countries are 
looking to strengthen their own trade 
ties in the region. We must act now be-
fore the EU and other countries pass us 
by. 

At the same time we need to be wary 
over how Ecuador and Bolivia react 
over the 8 months. We have been gen-
erous with preferences, but I’m very 
troubled that the response in those 
countries has been a lack of respect for 
the rights of U.S. investors. Our gen-
erosity has its limits. 

Mr. Speaker, I support the extension 
of the Andean preferences being consid-
ered today which will allow these im-
portant benefits to continue. At the 
same time it is important for us to re-
member that we have the unique op-
portunity now to go beyond the Andean 
preferences and expand our economic 
and trade ties to Peru and Colombia 
through the pending FTAs. Therefore, I 
look forward to House consideration of 
the Peru FTA in July, and then moving 
through the other pending FTAs. 

The time is now to solidify our rela-
tionship. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. LEVIN. I want to be clear; we’re 
voting on the Andean Trade Preference 
Act, we are not voting on FTAs. We are 
not voting for a bridge to other agree-
ments, we’re voting on the merits of 
the extension of this Trade Preference 
Act. 

It has basically worked. On this side, 
we’re opposed to one-way trade agree-
ments. This has been a two-way pas-
sage for those countries and for this 
country. 

Our trade, if you include oil not cov-
ered by the Trade Preference Act, has 
essentially been in balance. We should 
extend this on its own merits. 

In terms of asparagus, if you look at 
the facts, it shows that these agree-
ments are basically complementary 
and not competitive. 

I urge support of this extension, as I 
said, on its own merits, not because 
anyone is trying to use this as a path 
to anything else. 

Vote ‘‘yes’’ on this. Be clear. This has 
been a two-way street, which this side 
of the aisle has insisted on as a basic 
part of American trade policy, and we 
will continue to do that, building upon 
it with a new model of trade. 

I urge a strong vote for this exten-
sion. 
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Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, trade is a com-

plex issue. But some things are very clear— 
We need a fair playing field for our workers 
and businesses and we need a new trade 
model, with enforceable standards and rules 
to eliminate unfair trade practices. 

So why are we continuing to seek to expand 
a trade policy that has proven time and time 
again to be harmful for American workers, 
businesses, farmers and communities? And 
why are we seeking to expand the Andean 
Trade Preference Act or ATPA when there ap-
pears no substantive reason to extend the 
preferences. 

According to the Congressional Research 
Service (CRS), we have a $10 billion and 
growing trade deficit with the four ATPA na-
tions, Colombia, Peru, Bolivia and Ecuador. 
American farmers and workers have been di-
rectly harmed by the ATPA as can be seen 
with our asparagus and fresh-cut flower indus-
tries. According to the U.S. International Trade 
Commission, these domestic producers have 
been affected by lower prices and many grow-
ers have gone out of business as a result. 

Under the ATPA, flower imports from Co-
lombia and Ecuador receive duty-free treat-
ment, seven though the workers who grow, 
harvest, and package these flowers routinely 
experience a number of labor rights and 
human rights violations. By law, the ATPA is 
supposed to condition these trade benefits on 
improvements in worker rights in these coun-
tries. However, labor rights violations in the 
flower industry and other sectors, including 
violations of the right to freedom of associa-
tion, continue unchecked. 

Where is the enforcement from the Bush 
Administration? Where is the outrage from this 
Congress. 

Also promised to us when the ATPA was 
enacted in 1991 was a reduction in coca pro-
duction in the four ATPA countries. However, 
in Colombia, according to the CRS, coca crop 
size estimates remain mostly unchanged since 
the enactment of the ATPA and in Peru coca 
crop cultivation has actually grown. Colombia 
remains the source of roughly 90 percent of 
the cocaine entering the U.S. In a 2001 report 
to Congress, the U.S. Foreign Agricultural 
Service said that they ‘‘do not believe that Pe-
ruvian asparagus production provides an alter-
native economic opportunity for coca pro-
ducers and workers—the stated purpose of 
the Act.’’ And all this is on top of the fact that 
Colombia has an appalling horrific record on 
labor and human rights—Leading the world in 
the number of unionists murdered year after 
year. 

So why are we seeking to give Colombia 
further trade preferences? 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
RANGEL) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1830, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 

Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this question will be 
postponed. 

f 
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 2829, FINANCIAL SERV-
ICES AND GENERAL GOVERN-
MENT APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 
2008 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call 
up House Resolution 517 and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 517 

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2829) making 
appropriations for financial services and gen-
eral government for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other purposes. 
The first reading of the bill shall be dis-
pensed with. All points of order against con-
sideration of the bill are waived except those 
arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. Gen-
eral debate shall be confined to the bill and 
shall not exceed one hour equally divided 
and controlled by the chairman and ranking 
minority member of the Committee on Ap-
propriations. After general debate the bill 
shall be considered for amendment under the 
five-minute rule. Points of order against pro-
visions in the bill for failure to comply with 
clause 2 of rule XXI are waived. During con-
sideration of the bill for amendment, the 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
may accord priority in recognition on the 
basis of whether the Member offering an 
amendment has caused it to be printed in the 
portion of the Congressional Record des-
ignated for that purpose in clause 8 of rule 
XVIII. Amendments so printed shall be con-
sidered as read. When the committee rises 
and reports the bill back to the House with 
a recommendation that the bill do pass, the 
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the bill and amendments thereto to 
final passage without intervening motion ex-
cept one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions. 

SEC. 2. During consideration in the House 
of H.R. 2829 pursuant to this resolution, not-
withstanding the operation of the previous 
question, the Chair may postpone further 
consideration of the bill to such time as may 
be designated by the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. MATSUI) 
is recognized for 1 hour. 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from California (Mr. DREIER). All time 
yielded during consideration of the rule 
is for debate only. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Ms. MATSUI. I also ask unanimous 
consent that all Members be given 5 
legislative days in which to revise and 
extend their remarks on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, House 

Resolution 517 provides for consider-
ation of H.R. 2829, the Financial Serv-
ices and General Government Appro-
priations Act for 2008 under an open 
rule. 

Under this rule, all Members of the 
House are afforded the opportunity to 
offer any amendment that is germane 
and otherwise complies with House 
rules. In fact, I want to point out to 
Members that this is the sixth appro-
priations bill this year to be considered 
under an open rule. 

In November, the American people 
demanded a change in direction in 
Washington and a change in priorities. 
The past 6 months have been an impor-
tant down payment on our commit-
ment to change. This new Congress 
must continue to restore our focus on a 
domestic agenda that helps all Ameri-
cans. 

To that end, today the House takes 
up the seventh of its annual Appropria-
tion bills where we will continue this 
progress in taking America in a new di-
rection. 

I applaud Chairman SERRANO, Rank-
ing Member REGULA, and the com-
mittee for developing a bill that re-
flects this needed change in priorities 
and for doing so through a strong, bi-
partisan process. 

This bill aims to spur job creation 
and make the economy work for every-
one by restoring cuts to small business 
loans, strengthening consumer protec-
tions and rejecting a proposal to reduce 
capital and financial services to under-
served communities through CDFI. 

In addition, the funding in the under-
lying bill will help our citizens to vote 
through upgrades to voting machines 
and voter registration databases. It en-
sures a fair tax system by enforcing 
the Tax Code for everyone, not just 
those who play by the rules. By focus-
ing on basic priorities like these, we 
can help restore the American people’s 
faith in our government again. 

The programs funded by this bill 
demonstrate our commitment to serv-
ing all Americans, regardless of eco-
nomic or social background. The $21.4 
billion bill includes: $66.8 million for 
the Consumer Product Safety Commis-
sion to protect the public from injury 
or death from more than 15,000 types of 
consumer products; 

$247.7 million for the Federal Trade 
Commission to investigate sub-prime 
lending, ID theft, and other deceptive 
practices; 

$908 million for the Securities and 
Exchange Commission to enhance secu-
rities law enforcement; 

$313 million for the Federal Commu-
nications Commissions to oversee the 
changing telecom environment, ensure 
the continued livelihood of Universal 
Service Fund and prepare for the tran-
sition to digital television; 

$139.8 million to combat terrorist fi-
nancing; 

$5.9 billion for the Federal Courts, in-
cluding $830.5 million for defender serv-
ices, because every American should 
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have access to quality legal representa-
tion. 

The bill also includes $582 million for 
the Small Business Administration to 
help small businesses prosper. Of this, 
$100 million is for Small Business De-
velopment Centers, or SBDCs, which is 
the highest ever funding level for this 
program. These centers provide man-
agement assistance to current and pro-
spective small business owners. In ad-
dition, they support existing businesses 
and assist start-ups with high-quality, 
no-cost counseling and affordable 
training programs. 

This support for our small businesses 
helps invigorate local economies by 
helping the very small businesses that 
are firmly rooted in our communities 
both succeed and grow. There are now 
63 main SBDCs, at least one in every 
State, the District of Columbia, Guam, 
Puerto Rico, Samoa and the U.S. Vir-
gin Islands, with a network of more 
than 1,100 service locations. 

In closing, Mr. Speaker, the under-
lying bill made in order under this 
open rule is a well-crafted piece of leg-
islation. I appreciate that the chair-
man and ranking member of the sub-
committee worked together to produce 
such a product. The bill ensures tax-
payer fairness, protects the right to 
vote, and funds programs critical to 
supporting our Nation’s small busi-
nesses. 

I urge all Members to support this 
rule and the underlying bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume, 
and I express my appreciation to my 
very good friend from Sacramento, Ms. 
MATSUI. 

(Mr. DREIER asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
reluctant opposition to the rule. I 
know that this is a rule that follows 
the 200-year tradition that we have had 
of appropriations bills as privileged 
resolutions. They have the ability to 
come to the floor without a rule at all, 
but if items are protected in the bill, 
they have to provide waivers from the 
Rules Committee, and that is what has 
been followed here. We did this when 
the Republicans were in the majority 
and the Democrats are following suit 
here. 

But there are a number of concerns 
that have come to the forefront. To 
me, the most important concern, Mr. 
Speaker, is one that I raised upstairs in 
the Rules Committee last night. 

The Committee on Ways and Means 
had put into place a very important 
program in September of 2006 which 
deals with an issue that is near and 
dear to every single American who 
pays taxes. That issue is ensuring that 
every single American pays their taxes. 
I don’t like paying taxes. But I do it. 

Mr. Speaker, I don’t like the fact 
that there are people out there who 
don’t pay their taxes when they are 

supposed to do it. The challenge of col-
lecting taxes is a very, very important 
concern of, as I said, every American 
who does pay their taxes. Collecting 
taxes is a very important thing, too. 
Making sure that people do comply 
with the law is, I believe, an impera-
tive that we need to do all we can to 
enforce. 

Unfortunately, this appropriations 
bill that we are bringing forward is one 
that actually eliminates a program 
that has been extraordinarily effective. 
It is a program, Mr. Speaker, that has 
been utilized now by the Federal Gov-
ernment and by 40 of the 50 States. 
What does it consist of? Simply con-
tracting with private collection agen-
cies, PCAs, to ensure that people who 
are deadbeats, who are not paying their 
taxes, actually pay their taxes. 

Mr. Speaker, this issue does not fall 
under the jurisdiction of the Appro-
priations Committee. I see Mr. RANGEL 
here and other members of the Ways 
and Means Committee. Mr. MCCRERY 
sent a letter to us in the Rules Com-
mittee saying that he believed that 
this rule should not allow protection 
for a point of order to be made against 
the provision about which I am speak-
ing. 

b 1915 

So, Mr. Speaker, I feel very strongly 
about the need for us to make sure 
that the Ways and Means Committee 
can have the jurisdiction, and, frankly, 
keep in place this collection process. 
So far, $19.4 million has been collected 
from people who have not paid their 
taxes by these private collection agen-
cies, and the projection is that over the 
next 10 years in excess of $1.5 billion 
will be collected by the Federal Gov-
ernment from these people who have 
been deadbeats and have not paid their 
taxes. So I think it is very unfortunate 
that this bill proceeds with this, and 
the fact that this rule does not provide 
us with an opportunity to address that 
has led me to oppose it. 

I also want to say, Mr. Speaker, that 
there is going to be an effort to defeat 
the previous question, and if that is 
done, our colleague from Nebraska Mr. 
TERRY is going to offer an amendment 
to the rule that would make in order a 
provision that would allow for the re-
jection of the cost-of-living adjust-
ment. 

I know there is a lot of talk around 
here about that issue, so we are going 
to be having a vote on that. Our col-
league from Nebraska, as I said, Mr. 
TERRY will in fact be the author of that 
amendment if we did defeat the pre-
vious question on this issue. 

Having said that, I do want to say 
there are a number of items in this bill 
that I think are very good and impor-
tant. I am particularly proud of having 
worked for a number of years on the 
issue of financial literacy training for 
students and for adults as well. 

We see this proliferation of adver-
tising, Mr. Speaker, that continues to 
come down from a wide range of enti-

ties, and it can be confusing. Unfortu-
nately, there are many young people 
today who really don’t have the grasp 
of the financial instruments that are 
options to them out there. For that 
reason, I believe that something in this 
bill that is very good is the effort to 
focus on the increase of financial lit-
eracy training. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to praise my col-
leagues, especially Mr. REGULA, who 
has taken on this responsibility here as 
the ranking member of the sub-
committee, and Mr. SERRANO, who is 
chairing the subcommittee. I praise 
them for working together in a bipar-
tisan way on some other items that are 
very important. 

As I said, I believe that interdicting 
illicit drugs is a very important issue. 
This drug trafficking issue was a topic 
of discussion in the last debate that we 
had on the Andean Trade Preference 
Act that we are going to be voting on 
later this evening, and I believe that 
there are, again, many, many other 
items that are included in this bill that 
are good and decent and appropriate 
measures. 

But I just am very, very concerned 
about this issue, as I said, Mr. Speaker, 
of this notion of people abusing the tax 
provisions and not, in fact, paying 
their fair share of taxes. So I feel 
strongly that taking advantage of 
these private collection agencies is, in 
fact, the right thing to do. I know 
there is concern voiced about that, be-
cause people don’t like being harassed. 
But you know what, Mr. Speaker? If 
they are not paying their fair share of 
taxes, I believe steps should be taken 
to try and get them to do that. So this 
is going to lead me to oppose the rule. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to my 
very good friend from Greensboro, 
North Carolina (Mr. COBLE). 

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
distinguished gentleman from Cali-
fornia for yielding. We are in disagree-
ment about the proposed COLA. 

Mr. Speaker, I oppose the proposed 
cost-of-living allowance increase be-
cause it is ill-timed. I represent con-
stituents, as do many of you, who earn 
$25,000 to $35,000 annually, and they 
read that the Congress approves a 
COLA increase for themselves. Not 
good. 

According to recent polls, Americans 
don’t like the Congress. Our numbers, 
lower than President Bush’s numbers, 
are in the tank. To enact this COLA 
proposal will do nothing, in my opin-
ion, to improve our already diminished 
reputation. 

Mr. Speaker, my fiscal philosophy is 
very simple: Taxpayers pay our sala-
ries, and beyond that, in my opinion, 
they owe us little more. I have refused 
a congressional pension, so when I 
leave the Congress I will receive not 
one brown penny of congressional pen-
sion money, because I don’t believe 
taxpayers owe me a congressional pen-
sion just because I served in the Con-
gress. By the same reasoning, Mr. 
Speaker, I don’t believe they owe us a 
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cost-of-living allowance increase at 
this time. Do we deserve a cost-of-liv-
ing allowance increase? Probably. Is 
now the time to enact a cost-of-living 
increase? Probably not. 

Mr. DREIER, my good friend, you and 
I are in disagreement on this, but we 
can do so agreeably, hopefully. 

Anytime you are talking about 
money, Mr. Speaker, sometimes emo-
tions become frayed, and volatile ac-
tivity may result. But I don’t want to 
offend anybody, especially the gen-
tleman who yielded to me. But I feel 
very strongly about this, and I thank 
you, Mr. DREIER, for having yielded to 
me. 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. LEE). 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, let me just 
thank the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia for yielding and thank her also 
for her steady and solid work on the 
Rules Committee. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of this rule and the underlying Finan-
cial Services appropriations bill. I 
would like to thank my friend Chair-
man SERRANO for his leadership and 
commitment to consumer issues in this 
spending bill and for his work on Cuba. 
To that end, I want to raise an issue I 
know that the chairman and I agree 
on, and that is ending the travel ban to 
Cuba. 

I intended to offer an amendment to 
prohibit the Office of Foreign Asset 
Control from enforcing the travel ban 
for students, but was unable to for pro-
cedural reasons. Allowing student trav-
el to Cuba for students to study will go 
a long way to foster peace and security 
in our region and, quite frankly, sets a 
good example for the type of connec-
tions and collaboration that we need to 
foster understanding between different 
cultures and countries. 

Students are some of the best ambas-
sadors, highlighting the best in our 
country. For the life of me, it makes 
no sense and I do not understand why, 
first of all, why this embargo exists 
when Americans have the right to trav-
el wherever they so desire. That is fun-
damental in our democracy. But why 
we would keep our young people from 
going to Cuba to study? It makes no 
sense. Young people can study in 
China. They can study in Vietnam. 
Why in the world can’t they study in 
Cuba? 

We are going to continue to work on 
that until our young people have that 
right to travel and study wherever they 
so desire. This is an important issue, 
and, again, I am going to continue to 
work to lift this inconsistent and cost-
ly travel ban, but also to end this very 
ill-advised and ineffective 40-year em-
bargo against Cuba. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
happy to yield 5 minutes to my very 
good friend from Omaha, Nebraska (Mr. 
TERRY). 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman, and I rise not only in 
opposition to the rule, but respectfully 

request that my colleagues join me in 
voting ‘‘no’’ on the previous question. 

I have drafted an amendment that 
would freeze our salaries for this year, 
much like we voted to do in the last 
year. We are not going to have the op-
portunity then to have a straight-up 
vote on that amendment during this 
appropriations bill. So our one oppor-
tunity to voice our opinion on the 
COLA, the cost-of-living increase, 
which is somewhere probably around 
2.5 percent, I don’t know the number 
itself, but that happens automatically 
unless we have a straight-up vote to 
suspend it, and we are going to be de-
nied that opportunity. So I respectfully 
request that all of my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle join me in voting 
against the previous question. 

Now, let me state some of the rea-
sons why I think it is important that 
we freeze our salaries again for next 
year. 

First of all, I don’t think we deserve 
it. Our approval rating with the Amer-
ican public is 14 percent, according to 
Gallup, the lowest in the history of 
polling. Obviously we are doing some-
thing wrong if the people have such lit-
tle confidence in us. 

I think there are a variety of reasons 
why the people have less confidence in 
us now than they even did last year, 
and I think one is because of maybe the 
viciousness and the partisanship is 
probably at an all-time record high. We 
have our political opponents that think 
we are down and want to put their 
heels on our throats and keep us that 
way, and I am not sure that is what the 
American people want. 

But then let’s look at effectiveness. 
In the major bills that have come 
through the House of Representatives, 
the congressional leadership, and I say 
that in toto, House and Senate, have 
gotten very few bills to the White 
House for signature. In fact, we have 
done a variety of resolutions and bills, 
many of them condemning what Re-
publicans had done in the past. But out 
of 60 bills that have gone through the 
House in our first 6 months, since Jan-
uary 4, 2 have been signed into law, and 
that is it. 

Now, if we were on a baseball team, 
and we hit 2 out of 60, or less than 1 
percent, a .033 percentage, we would be 
sent down to Single A ball for such a 
pathetic percentage. So we are not per-
forming well enough to deserve it. 

Now, I do want to bring up one other 
aspect. Usually what happens with the 
cost-of-living increase is we have a 
token vote on the previous question, 
and there is an arrangement basically 
for the votes to be there to allow the 
previous question to go forward for the 
rule, with a gentleman’s agreement 
that those who vote ‘‘yes’’ won’t have 
to pay for it in the elections. But the 
reality of that is that is off the table. 

This is just one of the many ads run 
against Republican incumbents who 
voted for the previous question last 
year. This is paid for by the Democrat 
Congressional Committee against In-

cumbents Who Vote for the Previous 
Question. 

So I think it is important to warn ev-
eryone that comes here that is going to 
vote on the previous question, which is 
the vote for a congressional pay freeze 
for our next year’s salaries, that if you 
are a Republican, DCCC is going to run 
ads against you, and since that agree-
ment is off the table, if you are on my 
friend’s side of the aisle over here, the 
Democrat side, the agreement is off 
also if you vote for it. Maybe the Re-
publican National Congressional Com-
mittee will be running ads against you 
for voting for a pay raise, and maybe it 
is because we haven’t made the Bush 
cuts permanent that will raise taxes on 
American families, or maybe it is just 
because of the lack of productivity in 
the House that protects our families. 
There are a variety of reasons. 

But the reality is there is no such 
agreement left, folks. Vote against the 
previous question and protect yourself. 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Utah 
(Mr. MATHESON). 

Mr. MATHESON. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to urge my fellow Members to 
oppose the previous question, and I 
welcome my colleague from Nebraska. 
It has been a lonely exercise for me the 
last few years, and I am glad to have 
someone else join me on the floor and 
make this request, because I do think 
having some transparency and having 
accountability and having an up-or- 
down vote on the COLA makes a lot of 
sense. 

These are difficult times in our Na-
tion. We are fighting terrorism on so 
many fronts, our economy faces some 
challenges, and our future budget defi-
cits continues to be projected in the fu-
ture at great levels. 

So I don’t think this is the right time 
for Members of Congress to be allowing 
a pay raise to go through without even 
an up-or-down vote. We need to show 
the American people we are willing to 
make some sacrifices. We need to budg-
et and live within our means and make 
careful spending decisions based on our 
most pressing priorities. 

So, Mr. Speaker, let us send a signal 
to the American people that we recog-
nize there is a struggle today for some 
in today’s economy. Vote ‘‘no’’ on the 
previous question so we can have an 
opportunity to block the automatic 
cost-of-living adjustment to Members 
of Congress. Regardless of how Mem-
bers feel about this issue, they should 
all be willing to make their position 
public and on the record. A ‘‘no’’ vote 
will allow Members to vote up or down 
on the COLA. 

If the previous question is defeated, I 
also would intend to offer an amend-
ment to the rule, and my amendment 
would block the fiscal year 2008 auto-
matic cost-of-living pay raise for Mem-
bers of Congress. Because this amend-
ment requires a waiver, the only way 
to get to this issue is to defeat the pre-
vious question. So therefore I urge 
Members to vote no on the previous 
question. 
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Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I am 

happy to yield 5 minutes to my very 
good friend from Lubbock, Texas (Mr. 
NEUGEBAUER). 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman. And I was listen-
ing to the distinguished ranking mem-
ber of the Rules Committee talking 
about people not following the rules, 
people that are avoiding their income 
taxes. Quite honestly, I want to bring a 
point up tonight that is about not 
obeying the rules. So I rise in opposi-
tion to this rule. 

We spent a lot of time a few weeks 
ago talking about earmarks. Fortu-
nately, we were successful in elimi-
nating the secret slush funds of ear-
marks being reined in. So this is one of 
the ways we worked on controlling 
spending in an environment right now 
where the Democrats have already 
passed legislation that would increase 
spending by $50 billion this year, $20 
billion in this current appropriations 
cycle. 

But when we were talking about ear-
mark reform, we really were only talk-
ing about 1 percent of our spending. If 
we are going to win the battle on 
spending, we have to focus on more 
than just earmarks. 

One of the things that is very impor-
tant is that we have a process in Con-
gress. We say we are going to authorize 
programs, and then we say we are 
going to take time out and then fund 
them in the appropriations process. To-
night we are going to take up this bill, 
and it is called an appropriations bill. 
That is how we spend the money. 

But one of the things we said in the 
House rules is a project or program has 
to be authorized before it can be appro-
priated. But you know what the very 
first thing that we do is? We say, oh, 
Congress is not going to play by the 
rules during this appropriations proc-
ess. We are going to fund projects that 
aren’t even authorized. 

The American people understand the 
term ‘‘authorization.’’ Many of you 
have a credit card or a checking ac-
count. On your checking account, you 
have authorized signatures. On your 
credit card, you have authorized users. 
Unfortunately for the American people 
tonight, we are talking about using a 
credit card, because we are spending 
more money than we have. 

One of the things that is an alarming 
number to me is it was recently re-
ported that Congress is going to appro-
priate over $100 billion of unauthorized 
expenses. I don’t think the people back 
in America, the people certainly back 
in the 19th District of Texas, think 
Congress ought to be spending $100 bil-
lion on programs that aren’t even au-
thorized. 

Here are just a few examples of those. 
Tonight in this bill, for example, there 
is $23 billion worth of spending that is, 
what? Not authorized. Some of those 
projects are $100 million for a Commu-
nity Development Financial Institu-
tions Fund. That program was last au-
thorized in 1998. 

b 1930 
There is $315 million for the Election 

Assistance Commission. That author-
ization expired in 2005. 

A lot of people say Congress may be 
just too busy to authorize these new 
programs. Well, you know what, if we 
are too busy to look at whether these 
current programs are relevant, whether 
they are efficient, or whether we 
should be doing them, then we are 
probably too busy. But by the way, we 
haven’t been too busy to authorize just 
in 6 months over $600 billion in new 
programs. 

So what we are spending money to-
night on is projects that we didn’t take 
the time to evaluate whether these 
projects are worthwhile and worthy of 
spending the American taxpayers’ 
money on. And in the meantime, we 
have been very busy passing brand new 
programs to the tune of $228 billion, 
which is why this Democratic leader-
ship is going to hand the American 
people a gift of the largest tax increase 
in American history. 

If we are serious about leaving more 
money in the American taxpayers’ 
pockets so that those families can pay 
for health care and gasoline and other 
things that are essential to those fami-
lies, we are going to have to leave more 
money in their pockets, and we cer-
tainly can’t do that by runaway spend-
ing. Spending money on projects that 
we haven’t reviewed to determine 
whether those programs are worth-
while, relevant today, and whether 
some efficiencies could accrue in some 
of those programs and could be com-
bined, and that we could do it better 
and spend less money. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise tonight in support 
of letting the American people have 
more of their money and against a rule 
that is going to appropriate money 
that we haven’t even authorized. 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
make a brief comment regarding the 
Members’ COLA which, as Members 
know, is provided for not in this bill 
but directly through the Treasury De-
partment based on a predetermined for-
mula. 

When we had a debate last year, 
Members on our side of the aisle ob-
jected to the rule on the grounds that 
Members should not receive a cost of 
living increase until average Ameri-
cans did through an increase in the 
minimum wage. 

I am happy to report that the Demo-
crats kept their promise. No COLA was 
permitted in the long-term funding 
that Democrats passed earlier this year 
to resolve last year’s appropriations 
gridlock. As a result of the new major-
ity’s leadership, we passed the first in-
crease in the minimum wage in almost 
10 years. It goes into effect on July 24, 
just less than a month from now. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, first of 
all, I ask unanimous consent to insert 
in the RECORD extraneous material, in-
cluding the amendment to be offered 

by Mr. TERRY if, in fact, we do defeat 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DREIER. If I may inquire of my 

friend from Sacramento, how many 
more speakers do you have remaining? 

Ms. MATSUI. I have no further 
speakers. Do you have additional 
speakers? 

Mr. DREIER. I have no further 
speakers, but I understand there is 
some amendment here to the rule that 
you want to talk about, so I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I will be 
offering an amendment that adds a new 
section to the rule that allows the 
House to consider a current resolution 
providing for the adjournment of the 
House and Senate during the month of 
July. 

I wanted to apprise the gentleman 
from California regarding that. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I am just a little confused about this 
amendment. I know that the Budget 
Act calls for us to have completed our 
appropriations work in the House by 
the 4th of July, and the promise that 
was made by the Democratic majority 
was that all of the appropriations bills 
would be done by the 4th of July break. 
I will say that I am a little confused. 

I would be happy to yield to my 
friend as to what this proposed amend-
ment would, in fact, entail. 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, this is 
necessary because of a technical provi-
sion in section 309 of the Congressional 
Budget Act that prevents the House 
from considering any adjournment res-
olution for a period longer than 3 days 
unless all of the annual appropriations 
bills have been passed by the House. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, again, I 
remember there was a promise made 
that the work on House appropriations 
bills would be completed by the July 4 
break. It sounds to me as if there is an 
attempt being made to really go be-
yond and not comply with that promise 
that was made. There seems to be some 
kind of requirement here that we 
amend the rule to make this happen. 

I would be happy to yield to my col-
league or to the gentleman from Flor-
ida, my Rules Committee colleague. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Does the 
gentleman remember that you did the 
exact same thing last year? 

Mr. DREIER. Reclaiming my time, I 
would say last year there was not a 
commitment that was made that we 
would complete all of our appropria-
tions work by the July 4th break. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Would the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DREIER. I would be happy to fur-
ther yield. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Does the 
gentleman remember the last couple of 
weeks here who participated in causing 
the delay? 
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Mr. DREIER. Reclaiming my time, 

Mr. Speaker, and I would be happy to 
further yield to my friend, I would say 
that we have been going through the 
appropriations process. We are in the 
minority. There is a new majority. A 
promise was made to the American 
people that work on the appropriations 
process would be completed by the July 
4th break. I am just a little confused 
here as to how it is that we got to this 
point. 

This is now an amendment to the 
rule that is being propounded, and I 
would just like to say that I think by 
virtue of doing this we are simply, Mr. 
Speaker, underscoring the fact that the 
work has not been completed. If a fin-
ger of blame is being pointed, I guess at 
our side, we have delayed the process of 
completing the appropriations work, 
all I am saying, Mr. Speaker, is that 
this was a commitment that was made 
at the beginning of the 110th Congress. 
And obviously, with the explanation 
just provided by my friend from Sac-
ramento, this has not happened. 

Mr. Speaker, I am happy to yield to 
my friend, Mr. OBEY. 

Mr. OBEY. Thank you for yielding. 
I was in my office and I heard you 

make the assertion that a ‘‘promise’’ 
had been made to finish all of the ap-
propriations bills by July 4. 

I am the chairman of the committee. 
I certainly made no promise. We indi-
cated that it was our plan and our in-
tent. But I would point out we have 
had several hundred amendments of-
fered by Members of the minority 
party. We have spent approximately 
twice as much time debating each of 
the bills the last 3 weeks than was the 
case a year ago, despite the agreement 
between the two leaderships that there 
would be every effort made to try to 
handle these bills in a timetable that 
was consistent with last year’s activi-
ties. 

And so I simply want to make quite 
clear that there was no ‘‘promise.’’ And 
even if there had been, which there was 
not, the majority cannot be held ac-
countable for the fact that your Mem-
bers introduced 188 amendments to a 
single bill. One Member introduces 188 
amendments to a single bill which is 
simply filibustering by amendment. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, reclaim-
ing my time, I thank the distinguished 
Chair of the Appropriations Committee 
for his explanation. 

I will say, however, what we have 
done is we have followed the standard 
appropriations process. In fact, as we 
look at the rules that have been passed 
out so far through the appropriations 
process, in the last Congress, we made 
in order every single amendment that 
was proposed to the Legislative Branch 
Appropriations bill, and as the gen-
tleman knows, only three of 23 amend-
ments that were submitted to the 
Rules Committee when it came to the 
Legislative Branch Appropriations 
Subcommittee bill were made in order 
which did in fact limit the debate. 

All I would say, Mr. Speaker, is my 
friend from Sacramento has come for-

ward and said she is going to offer an 
amendment to the rule. I am concerned 
about it, the fact that it was not in-
cluded in the rule and it has just come 
to our attention. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. OBEY). 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, let me sim-
ply point out, Mr. Speaker, that in ad-
dition to the fact that we have effec-
tively endured filibuster by amend-
ment by the minority for the past 3 
weeks, in addition to that fact, we have 
two other practical facts to face. 

When we took over this Congress, we 
had to deal with last year’s budget be-
cause the folks who controlled the Con-
gress last time just didn’t happen to 
get around to passing the appropria-
tions bills last time. So we had to 
spend the first month of this session 
doing the work that they left over from 
the last session. They had passed not a 
single portion of the domestic part of 
the budget. They had not passed a sin-
gle domestic appropriation bill. So 
first we had to run that cleanup bri-
gade. 

Then we had to deal with the fact 
that in order to hide the full cost of the 
war, the President declined to request 
funding for the Iraqi war in the regular 
defense bill which was supposed to be 
finished last year. So we had to take 
the next 31⁄2 months to clean up that 
mess left over from last year. So I 
would say it is really the pot calling 
the kettle black to somehow suggest 
that the majority party has failed in 
its responsibility because it has not 
met a so-called mythical promise. 

We laid out what the plan was, and 
given the fact that the first 4 months 
of this session was essentially spent 
cleaning up their mess, I think we have 
done pretty well. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I would say to my very good friend 
from Wisconsin, welcome to the chal-
lenge of governing, as he knows very, 
very well. 

The fact of the matter is there was, 
in fact, at the beginning of this Con-
gress, a statement made. And what has 
been proposed by my colleague from 
Sacramento is an amendment to the 
rule to deal with the Budget Act. All of 
a sudden, we are going to just waive 
the responsibility here to deal with 
this question, and I just think that the 
procedure around which we are now 
taking this action on this amendment 
underscores that our colleagues are 
having a little bit of difficulty gov-
erning. 

Let me just say that I am opposed to 
this rule for a number of reasons. I 
would like to restate the concern that 
I raised earlier. 

I had a chance to speak with our col-
league from New York, the distin-
guished Chair, of the Ways and Means 
Committee, Mr. RANGEL. I told him of 
a letter that was sent to the Rules 

Committee from Mr. MCCRERY which 
raised concern over the fact that there 
are people out there who are com-
pletely abrogating their responsibility 
to pay their fair share of taxes. They 
are not complying with the law. And in 
September of 2006, private collection 
agencies were enlisted by the Federal 
Government to begin the collection of 
taxes from deadbeats who are not pay-
ing their taxes. 

Mr. Speaker, 40 other States, 40 other 
States have enlisted private collection 
agencies, and they have been success-
ful, and at the Federal level, we have, 
as of March of this year, seen $19.47 
million collected so far, and the projec-
tion is that under these private collec-
tion agencies in the next decade, we 
will see between $1.5 billion and $2.2 
billion in taxes that are owed to the 
Federal Government paid. 

Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, if we 
pass this rule, we are undermining the 
ability of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee to take on its responsibility for 
this issue. So I will urge my colleagues 
to vote ‘‘no’’ on this rule so, in fact, we 
will have an opportunity to do the 
right thing when it comes to this issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

b 1945 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to make a com-
ment on the Members’ COLA once 
again, that the Members’ COLA was 
calculated by a predetermined auto-
matic formula. This legislation does 
not address Members’ COLA. Changes 
to Members’ COLA formula should be 
addressed in authorizing legislation 
from the Committee on House Admin-
istration. 

Mr. Speaker, the American people ex-
pect and deserve the best services their 
government can offer and their tax dol-
lars pay for. This $21.4 billion bipar-
tisan bill provides significant support 
to our small businesses, helps guar-
antee our citizens’ right to vote, and 
works to close the tax gap. It is a good 
bill. I believe through simple measures 
such as these, we can restore our citi-
zens’ faith that the government can, 
and is, working for them again. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. MATSUI 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I have an 
amendment to the rule at the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Ms. MATSUI: 
At the end of the resolution add the fol-

lowing new section: 
SEC. lll. It shall be in order, any rule of 

the House to the contrary notwithstanding, 
to consider concurrent resolutions providing 
for the adjournment of the House and Senate 
during the month of July. 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, this 
amendment adds a new section to the 
rule that allows the House to consider 
concurrent resolutions providing for 
the adjournment of the House and Sen-
ate during the month of July. 

I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the rule and 
the previous question. 
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The material previously referred to 

by Mr. DREIER is as follows: 
AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 517 OFFERED BY MR. 

TERRY OF NEBRASKA 
Strike all after the resolved clause and in-

sert the following: 
Resolved, that at any time after the adop-

tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2829) making 
appropriations for financial services and gen-
eral government for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other purposes. 
The first reading of the bill shall be dis-
pensed with. All points of order against con-
sideration of the bill are waived except those 
arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. Gen-
eral debate shall be confined to the bill and 
shall not exceed one hour equally divided 
and controlled by the chairman and ranking 
minority member of the Committee on Ap-
propriations. After general debate the bill 
shall be considered for amendment under the 
five-minute rule. The amendment printed in 
section 3 of this resolution shall be consid-
ered as adopted in the House and in the Com-
mittee of the Whole. Points of order against 
provisions in the bill, as amended, for failure 
to comply with clause 2 of rule XXI are 
waived. During consideration of the bill for 
amendment, the Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole may accord priority in recogni-
tion on the basis of whether the Member of-
fering an amendment has caused it to be 
printed in the portion of the Congressional 
Record designated for that purpose in clause 
8 of rule XVIII. Amendments so printed shall 
be considered as read. When the committee 
rises and reports the bill back to the House 
with a recommendation that the bill do pass, 
the previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto 
to final passage without intervening motion 
except one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions. 

SEC. 2. During consideration in the House 
of H.R. 2829 pursuant to this resolution, not-
withstanding the operation of the previous 
question, the Chair may postpone further 
consideration of the bill to such time as may 
be designated by the Speaker. 

SEC. 3. The amendment referred to in sec-
tion 1 is as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

‘‘Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this Act and notwithstanding section 
601(a)(2) of the Legislative Reorganization 
Act of 1946 (2 U.S.C. 31), the percentage ad-
justment scheduled to take effect under such 
section for 2008 shall not take effect.’’ 

(The information contained herein was 
provided by Democratic Minority on mul-
tiple occasions throughout the 109th Con-
gress.) 

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 
IT REALLY MEANS 

This vote, the vote on whether to order the 
previous question on a special rule, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Democratic majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the opposition, at least for 
the moment, to offer an alternative plan. It 
is a vote about what the House should be de-
bating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives, (VI, 308–311) de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
the rule as ‘‘a motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.’’ To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 

opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that 
‘‘the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the 
control of the resolution to the opposition’’ 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R–Illinois) said: 
‘‘The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to 
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to 
the first recognition.’’ 

Because the vote today may look bad for 
the Democratic majority they will say ‘‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution . . . [and] 
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.’’ But that is not what 
they have always said. Listen to the defini-
tion of the previous question used in the 
Floor Procedures Manual published by the 
Rules Committee in the 109th Congress, 
(page 56). Here’s how the Rules Committee 
described the rule using information from 
Congressional Quarterly’s ‘‘American Con-
gressional Dictionary’’: ‘‘If the previous 
question is defeated, control of debate shifts 
to the leading opposition member (usually 
the minority Floor Manager) who then man-
ages an hour of debate and may offer a ger-
mane amendment to the pending business.’’ 

Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House of 
Representatives, the subchapter titled 
‘‘Amending Special Rules’’ states: ‘‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.’’ (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘‘Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous 
question, who may offer a proper amendment 
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.’’ 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Democratic major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan. 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time, and I 
move the previous question on the 
amendment and on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX, 
this 15-minute vote on ordering the 
previous question on the amendment 
and the resolution will be followed by 
5-minute votes on the amendment to H. 
Res. 517, if ordered; adoption of H. Res. 
517, if ordered; and the motion to sus-
pend the rules on H.R. 1830. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 244, nays 
181, not voting 8, as follows: 

[Roll No. 580] 

YEAS—244 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Akin 
Alexander 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barton (TX) 
Becerra 
Berman 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bishop (GA) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carter 
Castor 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Tom 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 

Garrett (NJ) 
Gillmor 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Herger 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lipinski 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maloney (NY) 
Marchant 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 

Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Pickering 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Reyes 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Solis 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Towns 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walsh (NY) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—181 

Aderholt 
Allen 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Bachmann 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Bean 
Berkley 

Berry 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boyda (KS) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 

Buchanan 
Capito 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
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Courtney 
Cuellar 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
Dent 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Drake 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Goode 
Gordon 
Graves 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hill 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Hooley 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Jindal 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (NC) 

Jordan 
Kagen 
Keller 
Kildee 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Manzullo 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Mitchell 
Moore (KS) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Napolitano 
Paul 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 

Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (MI) 
Roskam 
Ross 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Sutton 
Taylor 
Terry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Welch (VT) 
Weller 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—8 

Cardoza 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Harman 
Hunter 
Lofgren, Zoe 

Ortiz 
Sessions 

b 2020 
Messrs. EDWARDS, MARSHALL, 

ROGERS of Michigan, MOORE of Kan-
sas, SPRATT, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Messrs. 
WALZ of Minnesota, MICHAUD, 
CARNAHAN, HALL of Texas, 
ELLISON, BISHOP of New York, 
WELCH of Vermont, TAYLOR, WIL-
SON of South Carolina, ALLEN, KIL-
DEE, INSLEE, LANGEVIN, Mrs. 
MCMORRIS RODGERS, Ms. HERSETH 
SANDLIN, Mr. GORDON of Tennessee 
and Ms. HOOLEY changed their vote 
from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Messrs. EMANUEL, KNOLLENBERG, 
CROWLEY, FERGUSON, ISSA, MAR-
KEY, JACKSON of Illinois, SUL-
LIVAN, CALVERT, SHADEGG, GAR-
RETT of New Jersey, CAMPBELL of 
California, KINGSTON, PENCE, GARY 
G. MILLER of California, HERGER, 
FEENEY, AKIN, CANNON, UPTON, 
CAMP of Michigan, GALLEGLY, 
SAXTON, BURGESS, SMITH of New 
Jersey, BURTON of Indiana, 
GILLMOR, MARCHANT, BUYER and 
EHLERS changed their vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the previous question was ordered. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. MATSUI). 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 

5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 225, noes 198, 
not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 581] 

AYES—225 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Castor 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 

Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 

Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Rohrabacher 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NOES—198 

Aderholt 
Akin 

Alexander 
Altmire 

Bachmann 
Bachus 

Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carney 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 

Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jindal 
Johnson (IL) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 

Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—9 

Blunt 
Cardoza 
Davis (KY) 

Davis, Jo Ann 
Harman 
Hunter 

Lofgren, Zoe 
Ortiz 
Sessions 

b 2026 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the resolution, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 

5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 213, noes 206, 
not voting 13, as follows: 
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[Roll No. 582] 

AYES—213 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Castor 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 

Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 

Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NOES—206 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 

Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carney 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 

Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 

Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jindal 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Latham 

LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 

Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—13 

Cardoza 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Gillmor 
Harman 

Hunter 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Ortiz 
Pickering 
Sessions 

Sutton 
Watt 
Waxman 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised that 
there are 2 minutes remaining in this 
vote. 

b 2032 

So the resolution, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ANDEAN TRADE PREFERENCE ACT 
EXTENSION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, H.R. 1830, as amended, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
RANGEL) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1830, as 
amended. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 365, nays 59, 
not voting 8, as follows: 

[Roll No. 583] 

YEAS—365 

Ackerman 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 

Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 

Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Obey 
Olver 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
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Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shadegg 

Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Stark 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 

Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—59 

Abercrombie 
Aderholt 
Andrews 
Baldwin 
Cohen 
Costello 
Cubin 
DeFazio 
Duncan 
Everett 
Filner 
Goode 
Hare 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hirono 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Jindal 
Jones (NC) 

Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kingston 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lantos 
LaTourette 
Marshall 
McIntyre 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mollohan 
Murtha 
Napolitano 
Oberstar 
Pallone 
Payne 
Rahall 
Rogers (AL) 

Rohrabacher 
Rothman 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Slaughter 
Space 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Taylor 
Thompson (MS) 
Visclosky 
Walsh (NY) 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Wilson (SC) 
Woolsey 
Wu 

NOT VOTING—8 

Bishop (UT) 
Cardoza 
Davis (KY) 

Davis, Jo Ann 
Harman 
Hunter 

Ortiz 
Sessions 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised that 
there are 2 minutes remaining in this 
vote. 

b 2044 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
‘‘A Bill to extend the authorities of the 
Andean Trade Preference Act until 
February 29, 2008.’’ 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. Madam Speaker, 
on Wednesday, June 27, 2007, I was absent 
from the House for a familial medical emer-
gency. 

Had I been present I would have voted: 
On rollcall No. 564—‘‘yes’’—Brown-Waite 

Amendment to H.R. 2643. 
On rollcall No. 565—‘‘no’’—Campbell (CA) 

Amendment to H.R. 2643. 
On rollcall No. 566—‘‘no’’—Campbell (CA) 

Amendment to H.R. 2643. 
On rollcall No. 567—‘‘no’’—Flake Amend-

ment to H.R. 2643. 

On rollcall No. 568—‘‘no’’—Flake Amend-
ment to H.R. 2643. 

On rollcall No. 569—‘‘no’’—Flake Amend-
ment to H.R. 2643. 

On rollcall No. 570—‘‘yes’’—Jordan (OH) 
Amendment to H.R. 2643. 

On rollcall No. 571—‘‘yes’’—Price (GA) 
Amendment to H.R. 2643. 

On rollcall No. 572—‘‘yes’’—Musgrave 
Amendment to H.R. 2643. 

On rollcall No. 573—‘‘no’’—Inslee Amend-
ment to H.R. 2643. 

On rollcall No. 574—‘‘no’’—Udall (CO) 
Amendment to H.R. 2643. 

On rollcall No. 575—‘‘no’’—Lamborn 
Amendment to H.R. 2643. 

On rollcall No. 576—‘‘yes’’—Cannon (UT) 
Amendment to H.R. 2643. 

On rollcall No. 577—‘‘no’’—Re-Vote on 
Udall (CO) Amendment to H.R. 2643. 

On rollcall No. 578—‘‘yes’’—Motion to Re-
commit on H.R. 2643. 

On rollcall No. 579—‘‘no’’—Final Passage of 
H.R. 2643. 

On rollcall No. 580—‘‘no’’—Ordering the 
Previous Question. 

On rollcall No. 581—‘‘no’’—Matsui Amend-
ment to H. Res. 517. 

On rollcall No. 582—‘‘no’’—H. Res. 517. 
On rollcall No. 583—‘‘yes’’—H.R. 1830, To 

extend the authorities for the Andean Trade 
Preference Act. 

f 

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE 
SENATE 

A further message from the Senate 
by Ms. Curtis, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate has passed a 
bill of the following title in which the 
concurrence of the House is requested: 

S. 1701. An act to provide for the extension 
of transitional medical assistance (TMA) and 
the abstinence education program through 
the end of fiscal year 2007, and for other pur-
poses. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

(Mr. HOYER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
inform the House of what I perceive to 
be the schedule for the coming balance 
of the week. 

It is our intention to go until 1 
o’clock tonight on debate only. We will 
roll votes. There will be no further 
votes. I’ve talked to the leadership on 
the other side. There will be no votes 
for the balance of the evening. 

It is my expectation, barring some 
unforeseen action in conferences, that 
we will conclude this bill tomorrow, 
hopefully, with the consideration of all 
Members, relatively early, in the late 
afternoon. And that would conclude 
the week’s business if we don’t have 
any conference reports. 

Now, I want to make it clear, should 
the unforeseen happen in the con-
ference, there are a couple of con-
ferences pending, if they move, that 
would change. I don’t expect that to be 
the case, but I want everybody to un-
derstand that we do have some con-
ferences that may go forward. I doubt 

that they would be in shape to come 
here, but if they did, that would 
change. 

But presently, Mr. Speaker, I believe 
the schedule would be we go until 1 
o’clock, debate amendments, offer 
amendments. Those amendments that 
called for votes would be rolled until 
tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock. We 
would vote on those. And then we 
would complete the bill and be com-
plete for the week and take leave for 
the July work period at that point in 
time. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF EACH OF 
THE FALLEN CITY OF CHARLES-
TON FIREFIGHTERS 

Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government 
Reform be discharged from further con-
sideration of the concurrent resolution 
(H. Con. Res. 172) honoring the life of 
each of the 9 fallen City of Charleston 
firefighters who lost their lives in 
Charleston, South Carolina, on June 18, 
2007, and ask for its immediate consid-
eration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from South Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the concurrent reso-

lution, as follows: 

H. CON. RES. 172 

Whereas firefighters work devotedly and 
selflessly on behalf of the people of the 
United States, without regard for the peril 
or danger to themselves; 

Whereas firefighters carry out the vital 
role of protecting and ensuring the safety of 
the public and their property; 

Whereas on June 18, 2007, 9 brave men of 
the Charleston Fire Department selflessly 
paid the ultimate sacrifice in service to their 
community; 

Whereas the firemen who perished had over 
120 years of combined service in the fire de-
partment; 

Whereas the events of June 18, 2007, con-
stitute the single worst loss of firefighters 
since September 11, 2001; 

Whereas Captain William ‘‘Billy’’ Hutch-
inson, Captain Mike Benke, Captain Louis 
Mulkey, Engineer Mark Kelsey, Engineer 
Bradford ‘‘Brad’’ Baity, Assistant Engineer 
Michael French, Firefighter James ‘‘Earl’’ 
Drayton, Firefighter Brandon Thompson, 
and Firefighter Melvin Champaign were he-
roes in the truest sense of the word; and 

Whereas Charlestonians, South Caro-
linians, and Americans will forever be grate-
ful for the service of these firefighters and 
mourn their loss: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), That Congress honors the 
lives of the 9 fallen City of Charleston fire-
fighters who lost their lives in Charleston, 
South Carolina, on June 18, 2007. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed 
to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 
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REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 

AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 176 

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to remove my 
name as a cosponsor of H.R. 176. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Colorado? 

There was no objection. 
f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 2829 
and that I may include tabular mate-
rial on the same. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
f 

FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GEN-
ERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2008 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that, during con-
sideration of H.R. 2829 pursuant to 
House Resolution 517, the Chair may 
reduce to 2 minutes the minimum time 
for electronic voting under clause 6 of 
rule XVIII and clauses 8 and 9 of rule 
XX. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 517 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 2829. 

b 2054 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 

itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2829) 
making appropriations for financial 
services and general government for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes, with Mr. 
HASTINGS of Florida in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 

rule, the bill is considered read the 
first time. 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. 
SERRANO) and the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. REGULA) each will control 30 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I’m pleased to present, Mr. Chair-
man, and my colleagues, the first Fi-
nancial Services and general govern-
ment appropriations bill to the House. 
This is my first time as chairman, and 
it has been an honor and a privilege. 

The subcommittee held multiple 
hearings this spring to explore the 

issues facing agencies funded through 
this bill. As the hearings progressed, a 
common theme emerged in my mind 
for improving these agencies. It be-
came clear that the subcommittee 
needed to work to bring government 
closer to the people, to better fit its 
services to their needs. 

The American people expect and de-
serve the best services their govern-
ments can offer. For example, with re-
spect to the Internal Revenue Service, 
we, as a subcommittee, addressed the 
fact that the IRS needs to be fair and 
evenhanded in whom it audits. We also 
ensure that the IRS works to provide 
real assistance to the taxpayer who 
cannot afford the services of an expen-
sive accountant. 

We want the Election Assistance 
Commission to help promote the use of 
voting machines in student and school 
elections as an educational tool. Be-
cause these are our future voters, we 
must do this. We felt that government 
must do more to protect our con-
sumers, and so we have directed the 
Federal Trade Commission to examine 
identity theft with an eye toward end-
ing this hurtful crime. 

We directed the Consumer Product 
Safety Commission to strengthen its 
consumer product monitoring capabili-
ties. We have also increased funding for 
the community development financial 
institutions to help expand the avail-
ability of credit, capital and financial 
services to underserved communities 
throughout the Nation. 

I feel that through funding initia-
tives and congressional guidance con-
tained in this bill, government will be 
more responsive and more proactive on 
behalf of the American people whom it 
serves. 

The total funding recommended by 
the bill is $21.4 billion. This funding 
level is tight. While the bill is $1.9 bil-
lion above the fiscal year 2007, it is $243 
million below the President’s budget 
request. 

It was a challenge to reduce funding 
from the requested level for two rea-
sons. First, most of this bill, over 80 
percent, funds basic administrative ac-
counts, such as the salaries of the 
Treasury employees who are managing 
the Nation’s finances. These accounts 
cannot be reduced without reducing 
the most basic government services. 

Second, there were a number of holes 
in the President’s budget that needed 
to be filled. This bill increases funding 
for programs where we believe money 
will be well spent and will benefit, for 
example, disadvantaged communities 
or small businesses. These are impor-
tant priorities that needed to be ad-
dressed. 

To summarize, this bill includes $12.3 
billion for the Department of the 
Treasury. Within this amount, $11.1 
billion is for the IRS, a $550 million in-
crease above fiscal year 2007, and $52 
million above the President’s request. 
This increase includes more money 
than requested for taxpayer services 
and the IRS Taxpayers Advocate Of-
fice. 

The bill also includes $100 million for 
the Community Development Finan-
cial Institutions Fund’s program to in-
crease economic development and fi-
nancial opportunities for folks living 
in disadvantaged communities. 

The bill includes $722 million for the 
Executive Office of the President, of 
which $460 million is directed to the Of-
fice of National Drug Control Policy 
and its programs. This includes in-
creases for the Drug Free Communities 
grants program, and the High-Intensity 
Drug Trafficking Areas program, which 
are critical efforts in the war on drugs. 

This bill, however, rejects the 31 per-
cent increase to the National Youth 
Anti-Drug Media Campaign requested 
in the President’s budget. Recent stud-
ies have called in question the effec-
tiveness of the campaign, and it does 
not make any sense to give this pro-
gram the substantial increase re-
quested in light of these questions. The 
recommendation reduces funding for 
the campaign by $6 million from last 
year to $93 million this year. 

The judicial branch will receive $6.3 
billion, which is $278 million above 
2007, but $254 million below the request. 
While this is a reduction to the re-
quested level, we believe that the 
amount in the bill will be sufficient to 
fund all necessary operations and staff-
ing levels for the judiciary. 

Programs related to the District of 
Columbia will receive $648 million, in-
cluding $309 million for the District of 
Columbia court system. Within this 
figure, the bill assumes an increase in 
the reimbursement for attorneys who 
defend indigent clients so that their 
compensation rate is closer to the rate 
for defense attorneys practicing before 
Federal courts. 

b 2100 
This will help ensure fair and just 

representation for these defendants. 
The bill also includes funding for the 
D.C. public schools, the Tuition Assist-
ance Grant program, the Water and 
Sewer Authority, construction of a fo-
rensic lab, and other critical items re-
quested by the D.C. Government. 

General provisions for the District of 
Columbia are fewer in number and have 
been changed based on our discussions 
with the D.C. government. 

My basic principle is that the Federal 
Government should not dictate to the 
city how to manage its own affairs or 
spend its own money. Therefore, you 
will find that we have removed or 
changed riders that have been in past 
bills that closely prescribed to the city 
what it should or should not do. In 
some cases, I would actually like to go 
further than this bill goes. But I con-
sider the changes we made to be first 
steps toward eliminating some of the 
restrictions Congress has placed on the 
District. 

Let me take this opportunity, as an 
aside, to mention that my ranking 
member, Mr. REGULA, has been excel-
lent also on this issue. He, like I, be-
lieve that since the District of Colum-
bia has a new mayor and an exciting 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7287 June 27, 2007 
new leadership, we want to do every-
thing we can to allow them to grow 
within their own boundaries, make 
their own decisions and develop their 
own vision. 

The bill includes funding for numer-
ous important independent agencies. 
Some, such as the General Services Ad-
ministration and the Office of Per-
sonnel Management, support all gov-
ernment agencies in their day-to-day 
operations. Other agencies are smaller 
but equally vital. For example, the 
Election Assistance Commission deals 
with issues that are extraordinarily 
important to the Nation and its ability 
to have reliable, secure and accessible 
elections. This bill includes, Mr. Chair-
man, $300 million for payments to 
States to help them meet the require-
ments of the Help America Vote Act of 
2002. 

The bill also includes money for es-
sential regulatory agencies, namely 
the Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion, the Federal Trade Commission, 
the Consumer Product Safety Commis-
sion and the Federal Communications 
Commission. We have provided a total 
of $78 million in increases over 2007 for 
these agencies. We are recommending 
funding to ensure that they have the 
ability to oversee, investigate, and 
take necessary actions relating to 
their respective missions. For example, 
the Federal Trade Commission would 
receive $36 million above this year’s 
level and $7 million above the request 
to enhance consumer protection activi-

ties, including investigations of 
subprime lending and identity theft 
and to keep the marketplace free from 
anticompetitive business practices. 

Another important agency in this 
bill is the Small Business Administra-
tion. The bill includes $582 million for 
the SBA, including $100 million for 
Small Business Development Centers, 
which is $12 million above the current 
year. The bill also funds a 7(a) loan 
guarantee program by providing an $80 
million subsidy to make loans more af-
fordable for small businesses. 

We also include $17 million for a 
Microloan program, including $2.5 mil-
lion for the subsidy cost of these loans, 
as well as funding for SBA programs 
that target businesses in disadvantaged 
or low-income communities. These in-
clude the HUBZone program, the 
PRIME program and the 7(j) program, 
which provides assistance relating to 
accounting practices or bidding on Fed-
eral contracts. 

This bill also has numerous general 
provisions that apply to funds in the 
Act or governmentwide. The mark in-
cludes some changes in these provi-
sions from previous bills. It includes, 
for example, some changes to the pro-
vision on public-private competitions, 
known to some as A–76, or outsourcing, 
that will strengthen protections for 
Federal employees. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill will not make 
everyone happy. It is not even doing all 
that I want it to do. We have had to 
make compromises in order to ensure 

that this bill will make it through the 
process and to the President’s desk. 
However, the bill is a good step to-
wards making some important changes 
to funding and policies. I encourage ev-
eryone to recognize that this bill is 
part of a process that will take time to 
complete. We will not be able to do ev-
erything in our first year. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like at this 
time to thank my friend and colleague, 
Mr. REGULA, for his work and collabo-
ration. We may not always agree on ev-
erything in this bill, but we worked to-
gether where we could to develop the 
best possible bill. I truly appreciate his 
leadership and support. 

I also want to express my apprecia-
tion and thanks for the dedication and 
hard work of our subcommittee staff, 
both the majority and minority, espe-
cially today when they will be here 
past 1, 2 o’clock in the morning. 

Dale Oak, Bob Bonner, Karyn Ken-
dall, Frank Carillo, Deb Bilek, and Jim 
Curry with the majority staff; John 
Martens and Alice Hogans with the mi-
nority staff; and Rick Limardo with 
Congressman REGULA’s personal staff 
have devoted countless hours. That is 
why this bill is before you today. I 
would like to recognize their many 
contributions. I would like also like to 
acknowledge and thank my personal 
staff under the leadership of Nadine 
Berg. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge support for this 
bill. 
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Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 

of my time. 
Mr. REGULA. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Chairman, I am going to include 

my statement in the RECORD. I will 
paraphrase it in the interests of time. 

First, I want to congratulate Chair-
man SERRANO in being the pioneer 
chairman of the newly created Finan-
cial Services and General Government 
Subcommittee. He has given us great 
leadership in a bipartisan, inclusive 
spirit while shepherding this bill 
through the subcommittee. Addition-
ally, my colleagues on the sub-
committee on both sides have provided 
valuable input and guidance. The 
chairman has mentioned the hard work 
of the staff on both the majority and 
minority. I won’t reiterate that, but I 
will say we have had great staff help 
for both majority and the minority. 

I am pleased to present this Finan-
cial Services bill. We have taken into 
consideration the priorities of the 
President and the Members of the 
House, and I think we have produced a 
bill that meets the needs of Americans 
and our operations of government 
while staying below the President’s 
budget request, which is somewhat un-
usual for most of the Appropriations 
Committee bills. I appreciate the lead-
ers of the Appropriations Committee, 
Chairman OBEY and Ranking Member 
LEWIS, in providing a manageable allo-
cation for the bill. 

We allocate, as the chairman has 
said, $21.4 billion in discretionary budg-
et authority. This is $243 million below 
the administration’s request, but it is 
$2 billion above fiscal year 2007. This is 
in recognition of some additional re-
sponsibilities that we have. 

It provides funding for a diverse num-
ber of agencies that affect the lives of 
all Americans. Twenty-seven different 
agencies are funded in this bill: Tele-
communications; IRS Taxpayer Assist-
ance; Small Business Administration, 
an interesting group; the General Serv-
ices Administration; and also the Of-
fice of Personnel Management. 

I want to mention here that in testi-
mony, I was struck by the fact that the 
director of the Office of Personnel 
Management said that in the next 10 
years, 60 percent of the workforce will 
retire. I would say to any young people 
that are listening tonight there will be 
a lot of opportunity in the Federal 
Government. 

Another point that was made in the 
hearing was that only 15 percent of the 
Federal employment is in Washington, 
D.C., which means that there will be 
job opportunities all across the coun-
try. I would urge young people that are 
in political science or have an interest 
in government to think about getting 
the skills that might be useful in work-
ing in Federal employment. This 
would, of course, be some budget expe-
rience, some tax policy and some gen-
eral policy of government. There will 
be opportunities and exciting chal-
lenges. 

We have the Small Business Develop-
ment Centers. Sometimes I think we 
only think about the big ones in terms 
of businesses, but it is the thousands 
and thousands of small businesses that 
really fuel this Nation’s economy. I 
know in my own district, if you add up 
the 50, the 75 and the 100-employee 
businesses, that is a very significant 
total. Those businesses don’t tend to go 
overseas. They don’t sell out and move 
their operations somewhere offshore. 
They stay. Therefore, I think it is ex-
tremely important that we help small 
business in every possible way. 

We do that in this bill. We have $100 
million for Small Business Develop-
ment Centers. This is an increase. It is 
a method, a way of providing manage-
ment assistance. Just in Ohio alone, we 
have over almost 900,000 small busi-
nesses. Every dollar we invest in this 
leverages a couple of dollars in eco-
nomic activity. 

b 2115 
Another interesting thing in the bill 

is financial literacy. We hear a lot of 
comment about the fact that our 
young people don’t know how to handle 
credit cards, they don’t know how to 
handle their loans, and they get them-
selves in financial trouble. We have al-
located in this bill $900,000 for the 
Treasury’s Office of Financial Edu-
cation. This is some $200,000 over the 
President’s request. 

What I would like to do is urge that 
Treasury work with the Department of 
Education and move some of this re-
sponsibility to them to work with the 
schools, the elementary and high 
schools, in improving financial literacy 
in this country. Credit is extremely im-
portant, and too often young people do 
not understand the impact of building 
credit card debt and other types of debt 
which gets them in substantial finan-
cial trouble. So we hope that we can 
encourage a greater amount of finan-
cial education among the students of 
this Nation. 

We also hear a lot about the fact that 
$300 billion of taxes are left uncol-
lected. As Mr. DREIER pointed out on 
the statement on the rule, most people 
pay their taxes. The United States is 
unique, probably in some respects in 
that we have a voluntary system of 
paying taxes, but people want to know 
that if they pay their taxes, they want 
their neighbor and their fellow citizens 
to also pay theirs. 

If there is this $300 billion tax gap, 
we need to do something to address it, 
so we have set aside the money for tax-
payer support services. And I might 
say, for those that are listening out in 
the audience across the country, that 
many people are not aware of the fact 
that there is a Taxpayer Assistance 
Service. It is available in most of the 
major cities of the country, and they 
can be very helpful to people who have 
some type of problem with IRS. We 
said some years ago that we want to 
make the IRS more taxpayer friendly, 
and we have tried to do that in this 
bill. 

The chairman mentioned the District 
of Columbia. I often think about Presi-
dent Reagan, who talked about the city 
of Washington being the ‘‘shining city 
on the hill.’’ What we try to do in this 
bill is to move this city a little bit fur-
ther along in that direction. 

The District of Columbia, and we re-
cently changed their voting status, is 
the Capital of this Nation and a city we 
should all take pride in. So what we 
have tried to do in this bill, since we 
fund D.C., their Federal money, is to 
make it a better city. 

I want to say I think the Mayor is 
recognizing the challenge that is before 
him. They have made a dramatic 
change in their school system. Now the 
Mayor is responsible and accountable, 
and I am hopeful that this will make a 
vast improvement over a period of time 
in education. 

The key to a successful city is a suc-
cessful education system. One of the 
things that plagues the cities of Amer-
ica is the fact that they do have prob-
lems with their system, and they have 
a high rate of dropouts. We hope we 
can change that not only in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, but in every city in 
America. 

If our Nation is to remain competi-
tive in the years to come, we have to 
start with the education system. I am 
pleased that the Mayor and the city 
leadership here recognize that fact. We 
put $35 million for college tuition as-
sistance, $41 million for school im-
provement, and $10 million to improve 
libraries. I know the Mayor has se-
lected a new superintendent. We wish 
her well. We want to do everything we 
can to make her administration and 
that of the Mayor a success in dealing 
with education problems. 

The chairman mentioned the Elec-
tion Assistance Commission. This is, of 
course, designed to make sure that ev-
erybody has an opportunity to vote. 
That is, again, fundamental to our de-
mocracy, that people have not only the 
right to vote, but that we make it as 
uncomplicated as possible so they do 
make the effort to exercise their fran-
chise. I think, perhaps, the $300 million 
is not necessarily required at this time 
because the Presidential primaries will 
start in January, and the States are al-
ready sitting on $1.3 billion, but we can 
perhaps address that issue in con-
ference. 

The loan program, I am a little con-
cerned. We are giving $80 million to 
help subsidize loans where there is a 
default. Historically this is funded by a 
premium on both the borrowers and 
lenders, and I am hoping that we can 
work out a program that will encour-
age people to use the loan program. 

Private debt collectors, we don’t 
know. We have kept that in place with 
a very limited amount of money be-
cause we are not sure how effective 
that program is, but I think the Treas-
ury would argue that it has been a suc-
cessful program. 
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We have maintained the policies on 

abortion. We have maintained the poli-
cies on Cuba. Any change of these 
would bring about a Presidential veto. 

I hope that we can work out any dif-
ferences we might have in conference, 
and that the bill would be one that the 
President of the United States can 
sign. Certainly in terms of meeting his 
fiscal requirements. We have more 
than met that challenge by being under 
his numbers. 

I urge Members to look at this bill 
and weigh the importance of it when it 
comes time for final passage. I know 
we will have a number of amendments, 
and we will address those as we move 
along. 

INTRODUCTION 
First, I would like to congratulate Chairman 

SERRANO on being the pioneer Chairman of 
the newly created Financial Services and Gen-
eral Government Subcommittee. Chairman 
SERRANO has provided great leadership and a 
bipartisan, inclusive spirit while shepherding 
this bill through subcommittee and full com-
mittee. Additionally, my colleagues on the sub-
committee have provided valuable input and 
guidance throughout the process. 

Also, I would like to acknowledge the hard 
work, dedication and expertise of the sub-
committee staff. On the majority side, Dale 
Oak, Bob Bonner, Karyn Kendall, Frank 
Carillo, Deb Bilek, Jim Curry and Nadine Berg 
on Chairman SERRANO’s personal staff. On the 
minority side I would like to thank John 
Martens and Alice Hogans for their counsel in 
putting together this bill. 

OVERVIEW 
Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to present be-

fore the House today the fiscal year 2008 Fi-
nancial Services and General Government Ap-
propriations Bill. By taking into consideration 
the priorities of the President and the Mem-
bers of the House, we have produced a bill 
that meets the needs of Americans, and the 
operations of our government while staying 
below the President’s budget request. I appre-
ciate the efforts of the leaders of the House, 
Chairman OBEY and Ranking Member LEWIS 
to provide a manageable allocation for this bill. 

The Financial Services and General Gov-
ernment Appropriations Bill allocates $21.4 bil-
lion in discretionary budget authority. This 
number is $243 million below the Administra-
tion’s request and $2 billion above fiscal year 
2007. I would like to repeat this to my col-
leagues who have voiced concerns over extra-
neous spending in appropriations bills; this bill 
is $243 million below the Administration’s re-
quest, while still providing sufficient funds for 
various agencies to continue their missions 
and service. 

The bill provides funding for a diverse num-
ber of agencies that affect the lives of all 
Americans. The agencies funded in this bill 
regulate the financial and telecommunications 
industries, collect taxes and provide taxpayer 
assistance, lend a helping hand to small busi-
nesses and disadvantaged communities by 
providing them with capital, support the oper-
ations of the White House and Federal Judici-
ary, provide Federal payments to the District 
of Columbia, operate and maintain Federal 
buildings, manage our federal workforce which 
is expected to experience tremendous attrition 
rates over the next ten years, assists in the 
administration of federal elections and protect 

consumers and investors from fraudulent prac-
tices. 

SBA-SMALL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT CENTERS 
The Chairman has done a good job of high-

lighting the bill so I will not repeat him, but I 
would like to mention several items of impor-
tance to me. I am particularly pleased at the 
$100 million for Small Business Development 
Centers, an increase of nearly $13 million. 
The Small Business Development Centers ac-
count is the Small Business Administration’s 
primary method of providing management as-
sistance to small businesses. In my state of 
Ohio we have over 889,000 small businesses 
and every dollar invested in the OHIO SBDC 
network leverages at least $2.00. This pro-
gram is vital to the life of small business, and 
I urge my colleagues to maintain this funding 
on the House floor today. 

FINANCIAL LITERACY 
I am also encouraged to see $900,000 for 

Treasury’s Office of Financial Education, an 
increase of approximately $200,000 over the 
President’s request. The increase is targeted 
toward improving the National Strategy for Fi-
nancial Literacy and expanding efforts at fi-
nancial literacy in elementary schools and high 
schools. Financial literacy is a very important 
life skill and I look forward to working with the 
Chairman to further develop this initiative and 
ensure maximum programmatic impact. 

Additionally, the bill increases essential 
funding for the Internal Revenue Service to 
close the nearly $300 billion tax gap, which is 
the difference between the amount of taxes 
owed and the amount actually paid. Closing 
the tax gap is critical as most Americans do 
not mind paying their fair share of taxes as 
long as they know others are doing the same. 
Furthermore, $3.6 billion is set aside for tax-
payer support services activities aimed at tax 
return preparation, the IRS National Taxpayer 
Advocate and IRS outreach and education ef-
forts to serve taxpayers by helping them un-
derstand their tax obligations before they file. 
These activities have been steadily reduced in 
recent years and are in need of a boost. 

D.C. EDUCATION 
I am supportive of the funding appropriated 

in the bill to improve education in the District 
of Columbia, including $35 million for college 
tuition assistance, $41 million for school im-
provement, and $10 million to improve librar-
ies. The children in Washington D.C. have 
been at a disadvantage for many years, and 
I look forward to working with the Mayor to en-
hance the school system to give the children 
of D.C. a chance to succeed. 

CONCERNS 
As I mentioned previously, this bill is $243 

million below the Administration’s request, and 
Chairman SERRANO has done a fair job in allo-
cating these funds to the various agencies 
within the bill. However, I do have a couple 
spending and policy concerns, which I would 
like to outline. 

ELECTION ASSISTANCE COMMISSION 
Primarily, I am concerned about $300 mil-

lion added to this bill in unrequested funding 
for election assistance grants. The Help Amer-
ica Vote Act of 2002 authorized $3.9 billion for 
grants to the states to improve their voting 
systems through 2007. This program has not 
been authorized to receive funding in 2008 
and there still remains $1.3 billion in appro-
priated dollars from the Help America Vote Act 
that have yet to be spent by the States. 

Therefore, I believe that an additional $300 
million is unnecessary at this time especially 
with Presidential primaries beginning in Janu-
ary. This is a short turnaround to spend $300 
million while the states are sitting on $1.3 bil-
lion. Although I am supportive of the Election 
Assistance Commission, I remain concerned 
over these unrequested and unauthorized 
funds. 

SBA 7(A) LOAN PROGRAM 
Another funding item of concern that I bring 

up with trepidation is subsidization of 7(a) 
business loans. An amendment in committee 
was adopted which ignores the fact that the 
7(a) loan program has been operating at 
record levels without a subsidy appropriation 
since fiscal year 2005. Past practice has prov-
en that subsidies limit access to SBA loans if 
demand for loans exceeds the availability of 
appropriations. In past years, SBA has been 
forced to temporarily shut the program down 
or impose loan limits to manage within avail-
able appropriations. Zero subsidy has proven 
to be effective and allowed SBA flexibility to 
manage the program in a user friendly way. I 
hope to work with the Chairman in Conference 
to find an agreeable solution regarding 7(a) 
subsidization. 

POLICY RIDERS 
Regarding policy, I have reservations with 

language attempting to limit the use of private 
debt collectors. Private debt collectors simply 
pursue the low hanging fruit that the IRS does 
not currently devote resources to. 

Otherwise longstanding policies on abortion 
and Cuba are maintained in this bill. Any alter-
ing of these may bring about a Presidential 
veto. 

Lastly, while I have a few qualms with the 
bill, I believe it is a bill that should be passed 
by the House and signed by the President, as 
long as controversial policy riders or substan-
tial funding changes are not made to the bill. 
I thank the Chairman and ask my colleagues 
to vote yes with me on House passage of the 
first Financial Services and General Govern-
ment Appropriations bill. 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I rise today to ex-
press my support for the inclusion of $300 mil-
lion in funding for election reform programs 
under the Help America Vote Act (HAVA) in 
the Financial Services and General Govern-
ment Appropriations bill for Fiscal Year 2008. 
Although this represents less than half of the 
funding that still remains unappropriated under 
HAVA, it will help states improve and secure 
their election systems before November 2008. 

We have now been through our second 
post-HAVA general election, but both the 2004 
and 2006 elections provided strong indications 
that there is much work yet to be done in the 
area of election reform in this country. Election 
protection groups across the country published 
extensive reports after each of those elections, 
documenting machine failures, incidents of 
suppression, voters being told wrongfully that 
they were not on the voter registration rolls, 
voters being denied provisional ballots, and a 
myriad of other problems. One of those re-
ports documented more than 1,000 incidents 
of machine failure in more than 300 counties 
in 36 states. In addition, a report issued by the 
Brennan Center for Justice at New York Uni-
versity school of Law following an in-depth ex-
amination of all of the major voting systems 
used in the United States found that all such 
systems are vulnerable to tampering and fail-
ure. 
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Granted, many problems with our electoral 

system can be solved through better proce-
dures and better enforcement of existing pro-
cedures, and do not require funding. But that 
is not true of issues related to the security and 
reliability of our voting equipment. That is why 
my Voter Confidence and Increased Accessi-
bility Act (H.R. 811) authorizes $1 billion to 
help states transition to voting systems that 
provide a durable voter verified paper ballot 
for every vote cast, and $100 million to reim-
burse states for conducting routine random 
audits. 

As the situation now stands, in November 
2008, six entire states and various counties in 
13 more and the District of Columbia will con-
duct their elections on voting systems that nei-
ther produce nor require the use of voter 
verified paper ballots, and therefore will pro-
vide no means of conducting meaningful re-
counts or audits. In total, approximately 35 
million voters will be casting votes that will be 
completely unverifiable. That is more than ten 
times the margin of victory in the last Presi-
dential race. In 2008, if the outcome of the 
Presidential race hinges on Pennsylvania, or 
Georgia, or Tennessee, or anyone of the other 
unauditable jurisdictions, there will be nothing 
tangible left that the voters themselves created 
or verified; whatever they will have seen on 
the touch screen on election day, it will be 
gone forever and all that will remain is a soft-
ware translation that may or may not reflect 
voter intent. And we will never know, unless 
we have strong new legislation and adequate 
funding. 

As a country, we simply cannot afford to 
have un-resolvable election problems in 2008. 
Election anomalies can be corrected by fund-
ing measures to ensure that voting systems 
produce durable paper ballots and that juris-
dictions conduct routine audits of those bal-
lots. Therefore, I commend the Financial Serv-
ices Committee for including $300 million in 
HAVA funding, which may be used to meet 
and improve upon HAVA’s requirement for 
permanent paper records with a manual audit 
capacity, in the Financial Services and Gen-
eral Government Appropriations Bill for Fiscal 
Year 2008, and I urge my colleagues to sup-
port it. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. All time for general 
debate has expired. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I 
move that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. AN-
DREWS) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
HASTINGS of Florida, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union, reported that that 
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 2829) making appro-
priations for financial services and 
general government for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes, had come to no resolu-
tion thereon. 

PROVIDING FOR FURTHER CONSID-
ERATION OF H.R. 2829, FINAN-
CIAL SERVICES AND GENERAL 
GOVERNMENT APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2008 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that, during fur-
ther consideration of H.R. 2829 in the 
Committee of the Whole pursuant to 
House Resolution 517, notwithstanding 
clause 11 of rule XVIII, no further 
amendments to the bill may be offered 
except: 

Pro forma amendments offered at 
any point in the reading by the chair-
man or ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Appropriations or 
their designees for the purpose of de-
bate; 

An amendment by Mr. STEARNS re-
garding currency manipulation; 

An amendment by Ms. HOOLEY re-
garding funding for High Intensity 
Drug Trafficking Areas; 

An amendment by Mr. POE or Mr. 
CUELLAR regarding funding for the Fed-
eral district courts; 

An amendment by Mr. TOM DAVIS of 
Virginia regarding funding for District 
of Columbia schools programs; 

An amendment by Mr. KING of Iowa 
reducing funding for election reform 
programs; 

An amendment by Mr. CARDOZA re-
garding funding for the General Serv-
ices Administration; 

An amendment by Mr. CARDOZA re-
garding funding for the General Serv-
ices Administration; 

An amendment by Mr. DEFAZIO re-
garding funding for the Selective Serv-
ice System; 

An amendment by Mr. SESSIONS 
striking section 738; 

An amendment by Mr. BOOZMAN re-
garding High Intensity Drug Traf-
ficking Areas; 

An amendment by Mr. BOSWELL re-
garding studies by the Office of Na-
tional Drug Control Policy; 

An amendment by Mr. CONAWAY re-
garding use of reductions made 
through amendment for deficit reduc-
tion; 

An amendment by Mr. DEFAZIO re-
garding funding for the Selective Serv-
ice System; 

An amendment by Mr. ELLSWORTH 
prohibiting funds for certain contrac-
tors with tax debt; 

An amendment by Mr. EMANUEL lim-
iting funds for the Vice President’s of-
fice; 

An amendment by Mr. GARRETT of 
New Jersey limiting funds to enforce 
certain requirements under section 404 
of the Sarbanes-Oxley Act; 

An amendment by Mr. GOODE lim-
iting Federal funds for registration of 
unmarried couples in the District of 
Columbia; 

An amendment by Mr. HULSHOF re-
garding funding for High Intensity 
Drug Trafficking Areas; 

An amendment by Mr. JORDAN of 
Ohio reducing funds in the bill by 8.9 
percent, which shall be debatable for 30 
minutes; 

An amendment by Mr. KINGSTON lim-
iting funds for contracts to entities 
that do not participate in a basic pilot 
program related to illegal immigra-
tion; 

An amendment by Mr. LUCAS lim-
iting funds to seize coins made or 
issued by the U.S. Government prior to 
1933; 

An amendment by Mr. MORAN of Kan-
sas limiting funds to enforce certain 
regulations related to exports to Cuba; 

An amendment by Mr. MILLER of 
North Carolina regarding Executive 
Order 13422; 

An amendment by Mrs. MUSGRAVE re-
ducing funds in the bill by 0.5 percent, 
which shall be debatable for 30 min-
utes; 

An amendment by Mr. NEUGEBAUER 
limiting funds for the Federal Election 
Commission regarding certain certifi-
cations for the Presidential Election 
Campaign Fund; 

An amendment by Mr. NEUGEBAUER 
limiting the collection and distribution 
of funds from the Presidential Election 
Campaign Fund; 

An amendment by Mr. PENCE lim-
iting funds to implement the Fairness 
Doctrine, which shall be debatable for 
40 minutes; 

An amendment by Mr. PRICE of Geor-
gia reducing funds in the bill by 1 per-
cent, which shall be debatable for 30 
minutes; 

An amendment by Mr. SOUDER lim-
iting funds for needle exchange pro-
grams in the District of Columbia; 

An amendment by Mr. SOUDER lim-
iting funds for certain entities in the 
District of Columbia; 

An amendment by Mr. STEARNS lim-
iting funds for the IRS ‘‘Where’s My 
Refund’’ program; 

An amendment by Mr. UPTON regard-
ing use of Energy Star certified light 
bulbs; 

An amendment by Mr. WICKER lim-
iting the use of funds to implement 
section 5112 of title 31, United States 
Code; 

An amendment by Mr. WOLF regard-
ing establishment and funding for a 
budget and entitlement reform com-
mission; 

An amendment by Mr. FLAKE lim-
iting funds for a project of the Bar-
racks Row Main Street; 

An amendment by Mr. FLAKE lim-
iting funds for the Fairplex Trade and 
Conference Center in Pomona, Cali-
fornia; 

An amendment by Mr. FLAKE lim-
iting funds for the Grace Johnstown 
Area Regional Industries Incubator and 
Workforce Development program; 

An amendment by Mr. FLAKE lim-
iting funds for the Mitchell County De-
velopment Foundation, Inc. for the 
Home of the Perfect Christmas Tree 
project; 

An amendment by Mr. FLAKE lim-
iting funds for the Oil Region Alliance 
of Business, Industry and Tourism; 

An amendment by Mr. FLAKE lim-
iting funds for the San Francisco Plan-
ning and Urban Research Association, 
SPUR Urban Center; 
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An amendment by Mr. FLAKE lim-

iting funds for the West Virginia Uni-
versity Research Corporation for ren-
ovations of a small business incubator; 

An amendment by Mr. FLAKE lim-
iting funds for the City of Charlotte, 
North Carolina, Belvedere Business 
Park project; 

An amendment by Mr. FLAKE lim-
iting funds for the Historic Downtown 
Retail project, Valley Economic Devel-
opment Center; 

An amendment by Mr. FLAKE lim-
iting funds for the Advantage West 
Economic Development Group Cer-
tified Entrepreneurial Community pro-
gram; 

An amendment by Mr. CAMPBELL of 
California limiting funds for Abraham 
Lincoln National Airport Commission; 

An amendment by Mr. CAMPBELL of 
California limiting funds for the 
Wittenberg University East Asian 
Study Center; 

An amendment by Mr. CAMPBELL of 
California limiting funds for 147 
projects requested by Members of Con-
gress and disclosed pursuant to the 
rules of the House; 

An amendment by Mr. REGULA re-
garding the IRS; 

An amendment by Mr. OBEY regard-
ing earmarks; and 

An amendment or amendments by 
Mr. SERRANO regarding funding levels. 

Each such amendment may be offered 
only by the Member named in this re-
quest or a designee, shall be considered 
as read, shall not be subject to amend-
ment except that the chairman and 
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and the Sub-
committee on Financial Services and 
General Government each may offer 
one pro forma amendment for the pur-
pose of debate; and shall not be subject 
to a demand for division of the ques-
tion in the House or in the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Except as otherwise specified, each 
amendment shall be debatable for 10 
minutes, equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an oppo-
nent. An amendment shall be consid-
ered to fit the description stated in 
this request if it addresses in whole or 
in part the object described. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, under my reserva-
tion I would like to simply bring a few 
facts of time to the House. 

If we are not prepared to stay here 
and work until around 1 o’clock to-
night, it is my estimation that if all of 
these amendments are offered tomor-
row, even if a handful of them drop off, 
I think it will be virtually impossible 
for the House to finish its business by 
6 or 7 o’clock tomorrow evening. 

We have over 50 amendments. Each of 
them will take at least 10 minutes, plus 
the slippage that it takes to yield time 
and the rest. There are also three 
amendments which would take 30 min-
utes apiece, debating the very same 

issues that we debated for an hour and 
20 minutes earlier today. There would 
then be another amendment that re-
quires 40 minutes of debate time to de-
bate an issue which does not exist. 
Then we will have the added slippage 
that comes from yielding time in 
pieces to various Members of the 
House. Then finally we have to add to 
that the amount of time it takes for 
the votes themselves, the amount of 
time it takes on the recommittal mo-
tion and the amount of time it takes 
for final passage. 

I do not intend to object to this re-
quest, but I want it understood that if 
we proceed with a unanimous consent 
request that is being propounded now, 
and if we do not stay and consider 
amendments until around 1 o’clock, 
then it is a ‘‘let’s pretend’’ promise to 
every Member of this House when we 
are giving them the impression that 
they will be able to get out of here 
soon enough in order to catch planes 
tomorrow. 

Now, I am not going anywhere. I am 
going to be here reading Members’ ear-
mark requests between now and next 
Wednesday. So I am not going any-
where. But for 90 percent of the Mem-
bers, who I think would appreciate it if 
every Member of this place would sub-
limate their own egos just a mite for 
the good of the body, I would urge that 
both sides of the aisle demand that 
Members take up their amendments to-
night, rather than waiting until tomor-
row, at least enough to keep us here 
until 1 o’clock. 

Now, it is not convenient to me. It is 
not convenient to the gentleman from 
New York. It certainly is not conven-
ient to the ranking minority member 
from Ohio for us to stay this late. No-
body else has to, except the persons 
who asked to offer these amendments. 

But if you ask to offer an amend-
ment, then I think you have an obliga-
tion to offer it in a timely fashion and 
not wait so that everybody can be a TV 
star in prime time. Because, you know 
what? I participated in the debate 
today, and I watched the debate that I 
didn’t participate in. It was, frankly, 
boring as all get out. With all due re-
spect to everybody here who thinks 
they are Laurence Olivier or Daniel 
Webster, I ‘‘ain’t’’ seen many of either 
lately. 

So I would simply suggest, Members 
need to understand why they aren’t 
going to get their planes tomorrow if 
we don’t stay here until 1 o’clock to-
night. 

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva-
tion of objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
f 

FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GEN-
ERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2008 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 517 and rule 

XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 2829. 

b 2130 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 

itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
2829) making appropriations for finan-
cial services and general government 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes, with Mr. 
HASTINGS of Florida in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. When the Com-

mittee of the Whole rose earlier today, 
all time for general debate had expired. 
Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule. 

Pursuant to the order of the House of 
today, no amendment to the bill may 
be offered except those specified in the 
previous order of the House of today, 
which is at the desk. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

H.R. 2829 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, That the following sums 
are appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes, namely: 

TITLE I 
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

DEPARTMENTAL OFFICES 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For necessary expenses of the Depart-

mental Offices including operation and 
maintenance of the Treasury Building and 
Annex; hire of passenger motor vehicles; 
maintenance, repairs, and improvements of, 
and purchase of commercial insurance poli-
cies for, real properties leased or owned over-
seas, when necessary for the performance of 
official business, $250,591,000, of which not to 
exceed $10,115,000 is for executive direction 
program activities; not to exceed $9,700,000 is 
for general counsel program activities; not 
to exceed $45,450,000 is for economic policies 
and programs activities; not to exceed 
$29,069,000 is for financial policies and pro-
grams activities; not to exceed $56,475,000 is 
for terrorism and financial intelligence ac-
tivities; not to exceed $19,010,000 is for Treas-
ury-wide management policies and programs 
activities; and not to exceed $80,772,000 is for 
administration programs activities: Pro-
vided, That the Secretary of the Treasury is 
authorized to transfer funds appropriated for 
any program activity of the Departmental 
Offices to any other program activity of the 
Departmental Offices upon notification to 
the House and Senate Committees on Appro-
priations: Provided further, That no appro-
priation for any program activity shall be in-
creased or decreased by more than 2 percent 
by all such transfers: Provided further, That 
any change in funding greater than 2 percent 
shall be submitted for approval to the House 
and Senate Committees on Appropriations: 
Provided further, That of the amount appro-
priated under this heading, not to exceed 
$3,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2009, for information technology 
modernization requirements; not to exceed 
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$150,000 for official reception and representa-
tion expenses; and not to exceed $258,000 for 
unforeseen emergencies of a confidential na-
ture, to be allocated and expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury 
and to be accounted for solely on his certifi-
cate: Provided further, That of the amount 
appropriated under this heading, $5,114,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2009, 
is for the Treasury-wide Financial State-
ment Audit and Internal Control Program, of 
which such amounts as may be necessary 
may be transferred to accounts of the De-
partment’s offices and bureaus to conduct 
audits: Provided further, That this transfer 
authority shall be in addition to any other 
provided in this Act: Provided further, That of 
the amount appropriated under this heading, 
$3,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2009, is for secure space require-
ments: Provided further, That of the amount 
appropriated under this heading, $2,300,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2009, 
is for salary and benefits for hiring of per-
sonnel whose work will require completion of 
a security clearance investigation in order to 
perform highly classified work to further the 
activities of the Office of Terrorism and Fi-
nancial Intelligence: Provided further, That 
of the amount appropriated under this head-
ing, $2,100,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2010, is to develop and implement 
programs within the Office of Critical Infra-
structure Protection and Compliance Policy, 
including entering into cooperative agree-
ments. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Chairman I move 
to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the distin-
guished minority whip to engage in a 
colloquy. 

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to inquire of my friends, the chair-
man and the ranking member, whether 
they are willing to work with me going 
forward on a solution for two broad-
casters that cover the Joplin, Missouri, 
Pittsburgh, Kansas, broadcast area. 
This includes a significant portion of 
my district. 

Due to the forthcoming digital tran-
sition, which Congress has already au-
thorized for early 2009, the channel al-
location assigned to KFJX, a local FOX 
affiliate, is likely to be shared with 
emergency first responders. This could 
result in significant service disruptions 
for both the station and the first re-
sponders. Another local station, CBS 
affiliate KOAM, has offered to make 
available spare spectrum for KFJX’s 
use after the transition, which should 
provide a solution to the problem. 

Unfortunately, due to the fact that 
one of these stations, KFJX com-
menced operations after the FCC issued 
viable digital channels for all existing 
broadcasters, at this point the FCC be-
lieves it is unable to make the pro-
posed change without congressional 
intervention. I would like to work with 
my friends in order to fix this problem 
as this bill works its way through the 
process. 

Mr. REGULA. I thank the gentleman 
for his concern regarding this impor-
tant issue. The digital transition will 
have many consequences, some unin-
tended, such as the situation the gen-
tleman described in Missouri. 

I look forward to working with the 
minority whip, the chairman, and the 

FCC to bring resolution to this issue 
over the next few months and prior to 
the enactment of this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the chair-
man of the subcommittee. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman from Missouri for 
raising some important concerns about 
the effect of the digital transition on 
broadcasters in his home State. I will 
be glad to work with the gentleman 
and the ranking member to try to 
come to a satisfactory resolution of the 
matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT-WIDE SYSTEMS AND CAPITAL 

INVESTMENTS PROGRAMS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For development and acquisition of auto-
matic data processing equipment, software, 
and services for the Department of the 
Treasury, $18,710,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2010: Provided, That these 
funds shall be transferred to accounts and in 
amounts as necessary to satisfy the require-
ments of the Department’s offices, bureaus, 
and other organizations: Provided further, 
That this transfer authority shall be in addi-
tion to any other transfer authority provided 
in this Act: Provided further, That none of 
the funds appropriated under this heading 
shall be used to support or supplement ‘‘In-
ternal Revenue Service, Operations Support’’ 
or ‘‘Internal Revenue Service, Business Sys-
tems Modernization’’. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS). 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, 
I want to thank Chairman SERRANO for 
yielding to me. I appreciate the oppor-
tunity to work with the gentleman 
from New York on this issue. 

As the chairman of the Sub-
committee on the Federal Workforce 
Postal Service and District of Colum-
bia, I look forward to working closely 
with my colleagues on issues within 
our subcommittee’s jurisdiction. 

In 1971, Congress made the Postal 
Service self-sustaining. However, Con-
gress continued to subsidize the mail-
ing cost of the blind, nonprofit organi-
zations, local newspapers, and pub-
lishers of educational material. It did 
so by providing an appropriation to the 
Postal Service to cover the revenues it 
had given up or ‘‘foregone’’ by charging 
below cost rates to these groups. Ap-
propriations for these subsidies in-
creased as postage rates and the num-
ber of nonprofits grew, approaching $1 
billion annually in the mid-1980s. 

In the early 1990s, Congress did not 
appropriate enough to cover these 
costs and refused to let the Postal 
Service invoke its statutory right to 
raise rates to cover the shortfall. The 
Postal Service pleaded that providing 
social subsidies was not part of its mis-
sion, hindered its competitiveness, and 
was more regressive than taxation with 
its impact. 

The Revenue Forgone Reform Act of 
1993 eliminated appropriations to sup-
port reduced rates for nonprofits, 
which effectively transferred the costs 

to other mailers. The Act retained free 
postage only for the blind and for over-
seas absentee ballot materials. Appro-
priations for subsidizing that narrow 
purpose have been in the range of $60 
million to $100 million each year. 

The 1993 Act also provided for an an-
nual payment of $29 million each year 
for 42 years to pay off the debt accumu-
lated in the early 1990s. Congress has 
appropriated this amount every year 
from 1994 through 2006, even though the 
President’s fiscal year 2005 and fiscal 
year 2006 budgets proposed to eliminate 
the payment. Failure to fund this au-
thorized appropriation places the re-
maining debt of more than $800 million 
at risk of nonpayment which would sig-
nificantly increase postal costs. In ad-
dition, not providing funds for these 
services over time will require the 
Postal Service to record these obliga-
tions as a bad debt and will unfairly 
transfer these costs to postage rate-
payers whose costs have already in-
creased due to the recent rate deter-
minations by the Postal Rate Commis-
sion. 

It is important to note that Congress 
entered into this arrangement and has 
covered the $29 million each year with-
out fail since the 1993 Revenue Fore-
gone Act was enacted. By reneging on 
our obligation, we place the fiscal well- 
being of the Postal Service at risk. We 
also send a signal that Congress will 
not stand behind free mail for the blind 
and overseas absentee balloting mate-
rials, something we should not be 
doing. 

For the record, I note that in addi-
tion to our subcommittee letter to the 
Appropriations Committee requesting 
that the $29 million in revenue fore-
gone reimbursement be restored, a 
number of postal stakeholders echoed 
the request: Postal labor unions and 
management, the Alliance of Nonprofit 
Mailers, and the postmaster general all 
want the revenue foregone payment 
honored. 

I ask the chairman: Will the chair-
man support restoring this important 
funding when the bill goes to con-
ference with the Senate? 

Mr. SERRANO. Reclaiming my time, 
the gentleman has made important ob-
servations regarding the necessity of 
keeping Congress’ commitment to 
repay this long-term debt to the Postal 
Service. I agree with my colleague that 
failure to meet this commitment would 
adversely affect the future financial 
stability of the Postal Service and 
eventually force it to take actions that 
would increase cost for postal con-
sumers. I want to assure the gentleman 
that I will work hard to reach an 
agreement with the Senate that pro-
duces a conference report that provides 
the $29 million payment. 

Mr. Chairman, I would also like to 
take this opportunity to call on the ad-
ministration to resume including these 
funds in its budget requests. The rev-
enue forgone appropriation has not 
been part of the President’s budget re-
quest since fiscal year 2004. 
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As I have previously stated, this 

bill’s budget allocation is $243 million 
below the President’s request, so we 
are placed in a very difficult position 
when we have to find money for criti-
cally important items that have been 
left out of the President’s budget. 

I strongly urge the administration to 
recognize the importance of the rev-
enue foregone appropriation and in-
clude it in future budgets. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

I yield to the gentleman from Mon-
tana (Mr. REHBERG), a member of the 
subcommittee. 

Mr. REHBERG. Mr. Chairman, in 
light of the distressing statistics re-
garding the Office of National Drug 
Control Policy’s National Youth Media 
Campaign, and its subsequent reduc-
tion within our committee, I rise today 
to let my colleagues know that it is 
possible to design, implement and 
evaluate youth anti-drug marketing. 

Methamphetamine is a real problem 
across this great Nation, and no State 
is immune to its horrible effects. Mon-
tana ranks among the top 10 States na-
tionally in per capita treatment admis-
sions for methamphetamine use. 

The statistics in Montana are truly 
staggering. Fifty-two percent of the 
children who are placed in out-of-home 
care are there because of meth. 

Fifty percent of adults incarcerated 
at State prisons are there due to meth. 

Twenty percent of Montanans in ad-
diction treatment are there because of 
meth. 

While many people would simply nod 
their heads and agree this is a terrible 
problem, some good people in Montana 
have taken it upon themselves to do 
something about it. 

Tom Siebel, who lives in Wolf Creek, 
is an outstanding Montanan who did 
something that many of us could not 
do. He decided to use his own money to 
fund a prevention campaign to help 
raise awareness about the dangers of 
first time methamphetamine use. Tom 
Siebel founded the Montana Meth 
Project in 2005, which has been con-
ducting research and running a state-
wide multi-media public awareness 
campaign aimed at significantly reduc-
ing first-time methamphetamine use 
through public service messaging, pub-
lic policy, and community outreach. 

Results from the Montana Meth Use 
& Attitudes Survey conducted earlier 
this year show the dramatic and suc-
cessful impact that the Montana Meth 
Project’s public education campaign 
has had on its intended audience. 

Over the past 2 years, there has also 
been a dramatic shift in the perception 
of methamphetamine use, more fre-
quent parent-child communications 
about the dangers of methamphet-
amine, and greater societal dis-
approval. For the first time, meth use 
and associated crime in Montana has 
declined. 

The States of Arizona and Idaho are 
using Montana’s hard-hitting ads and 

successful approach, launching similar 
youth media campaigns. Clearly, the 
efforts of the Montana Meth Project 
are working. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. RUPPERSBERGER), a 
distinguished member of the sub-
committee and famous Orioles fan. 

Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise in support of the fiscal year 
2008 Financial Services Appropriation, 
and I urge Members to vote for this 
bill. It is an excellent bill approved by 
the subcommittee unanimously. It is 
below the President’s request, and ful-
fills our obligation to be efficient with 
the taxpayers’ dollars. I commend 
Chairman SERRANO and Ranking Mem-
ber REGULA for their leadership and 
their bipartisan achievement. 

As a former prosecutor and county 
executive, I am especially proud of sev-
eral initiatives in the bill. I would like 
it highlight one program specifically. 
There is $226 million, a $6 million in-
crease, over the President’s budget for 
high-intensity drug trafficking areas. 
HIDTA funding enables local, State 
and Federal law enforcement to work 
together in fighting the war against 
drugs. 

As a county executive in Baltimore 
County, we worked with HIDTA to 
bring everyone to the table who had a 
stake in stopping drug trafficking. We 
don’t stop drug buys with just a single 
piece of information. It takes solid 
policework, intelligence, and trained 
experts analyzing information to help 
officers make the drug arrests. 

b 2145 
The HIDTA program is making a 

major impact in areas like Baltimore, 
Chicago, Houston, Los Angeles, Phila-
delphia, New York and other locations. 
Statistics show that drugs are con-
nected to over 70 percent of all violent 
crime in the United States. This in-
crease in HIDTA funding helps protect 
this country and our communities 
against drug dealers and other violent 
criminals. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
Financial Services appropriations bill. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General in carrying out the provi-
sions of the Inspector General Act of 1978, 
not to exceed $2,000,000 for official travel ex-
penses, including hire of passenger motor ve-
hicles; and not to exceed $100,000 for unfore-
seen emergencies of a confidential nature, to 
be allocated and expended under the direc-
tion of the Inspector General of the Treas-
ury, $18,450,000, of which not to exceed $2,500 
shall be available for official reception and 
representation expenses. 

TREASURY INSPECTOR GENERAL FOR TAX 
ADMINISTRATION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the Treasury In-

spector General for Tax Administration in 

carrying out the Inspector General Act of 
1978, including purchase (not to exceed 150 
for replacement only for police-type use) and 
hire of passenger motor vehicles (31 U.S.C. 
1343(b)); services authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, 
at such rates as may be determined by the 
Inspector General for Tax Administration; 
not to exceed $6,000,000 for official travel ex-
penses; and not to exceed $500,000 for unfore-
seen emergencies of a confidential nature, to 
be allocated and expended under the direc-
tion of the Inspector General for Tax Admin-
istration, $140,533,000; and of which not to ex-
ceed $1,500 shall be available for official re-
ception and representation expenses. 

AIR TRANSPORTATION STABILIZATION 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING RESCISSION) 
Sections 101(a)(1), 102, 104, and 107(2) of the 

Air Transportation Safety and System Sta-
bilization Act (title I, Public Law 107–42) are 
hereby repealed. All unobligated balances 
under this heading are rescinded. 

FINANCIAL CRIMES ENFORCEMENT NETWORK 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Financial 
Crimes Enforcement Network, including hire 
of passenger motor vehicles; travel and 
training expenses of non-Federal and foreign 
government personnel to attend meetings 
and training concerned with domestic and 
foreign financial intelligence activities, law 
enforcement, and financial regulation; not to 
exceed $14,000 for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses; and for assistance to 
Federal law enforcement agencies, with or 
without reimbursement, $83,344,000, of which 
not to exceed $16,340,000 shall remain avail-
able until September 30, 2010; and of which 
$8,955,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2009: Provided, That funds appro-
priated in this account may be used to pro-
cure personal services contracts. 

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT SERVICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Financial 
Management Service, $234,423,000, of which 
not to exceed $9,220,000 shall remain avail-
able until September 30, 2010, for information 
systems modernization initiatives; and of 
which not to exceed $2,500 shall be available 
for official reception and representation ex-
penses. 

ALCOHOL AND TOBACCO TAX AND TRADE 
BUREAU 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of carrying out sec-

tion 1111 of the Homeland Security Act of 
2002, including hire of passenger motor vehi-
cles, $93,515,000; of which not to exceed $6,000 
for official reception and representation ex-
penses; not to exceed $50,000 for cooperative 
research and development programs for lab-
oratory services; and provision of laboratory 
assistance to State and local agencies with 
or without reimbursement. 

UNITED STATES MINT 
UNITED STATES MINT PUBLIC ENTERPRISE FUND 

Pursuant to section 5136 of title 31, United 
States Code, the United States Mint is pro-
vided funding through the United States 
Mint Public Enterprise Fund for costs asso-
ciated with the production of circulating 
coins, numismatic coins, and protective 
services, including both operating expenses 
and capital investments. The aggregate 
amount of new liabilities and obligations in-
curred during fiscal year 2008 under such sec-
tion 5136 for circulating coinage and protec-
tive service capital investments of the 
United States Mint shall not exceed 
$33,200,000. 

BUREAU OF THE PUBLIC DEBT 
ADMINISTERING THE PUBLIC DEBT 

For necessary expenses connected with any 
public-debt issues of the United States, 
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$182,871,000, of which not to exceed $2,500 
shall be available for official reception and 
representation expenses, and of which not to 
exceed $2,000,000 shall remain available until 
September 30, 2010, for systems moderniza-
tion: Provided, That the sum appropriated 
herein from the general fund for fiscal year 
2008 shall be reduced by not more than 
$10,000,000 as definitive security issue fees 
and Legacy Treasury Direct Investor Ac-
count Maintenance fees are collected, so as 
to result in a final fiscal year 2008 appropria-
tion from the general fund estimated at 
$172,871,000. In addition, $70,000 to be derived 
from the Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund to re-
imburse the Bureau for administrative and 
personnel expenses for financial manage-
ment of the Fund, as authorized by section 
1012 of Public Law 101–380. 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FINANCIAL 
INSTITUTIONS FUND PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

To carry out the Community Development 
Banking and Financial Institutions Act of 
1994 (Public Law 103–325), including services 
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, but at rates for 
individuals not to exceed the per diem rate 
equivalent to the rate for ES–3, $100,000,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2009, 
of which up to $13,500,000 may be used for ad-
ministrative expenses, including administra-
tion of the New Markets Tax Credit, up to 
$7,500,000 may be used for the cost of direct 
loans, and up to $250,000 may be used for ad-
ministrative expenses to carry out the direct 
loan program: Provided, That the cost of di-
rect loans, including the cost of modifying 
such loans, shall be as defined in section 502 
of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Pro-
vided further, That these funds are available 
to subsidize gross obligations for the prin-
cipal amount of direct loans not to exceed 
$15,000,000. 

INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE 
TAXPAYER SERVICES 

For necessary expenses of the Internal 
Revenue Service to provide taxpayer serv-
ices, including pre-filing assistance and edu-
cation, filing and account services, taxpayer 
advocacy services, and other services as au-
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, at such rates as 
may be determined by the Commissioner, 
$2,155,000,000, of which up to $4,100,000 shall 
be for the Tax Counseling for the Elderly 
Program, of which $8,000,000 shall be avail-
able for low-income taxpayer clinic grants, 
and of which not less than $179,600,000 shall 
be available for operating expenses of the 
Taxpayer Advocate Service. 

ENFORCEMENT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses of the Internal 
Revenue Service to determine and collect 
owed taxes, to provide legal and litigation 
support, to conduct criminal investigations, 
to enforce criminal statutes related to viola-
tions of internal revenue laws and other fi-
nancial crimes, to purchase (for police-type 
use, not to exceed 850) and hire of passenger 
motor vehicles (31 U.S.C. 1343(b)), and to pro-
vide other services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 
3109, at such rates as may be determined by 
the Commissioner, $4,925,498,000, of which not 
less than $57,252,000 shall be for the Inter-
agency Crime and Drug Enforcement pro-
gram: Provided, That up to $10,000,000 may be 
transferred as necessary from this account 
to the Internal Revenue Service Operations 
Support appropriation solely for the pur-
poses of the Interagency Crime and Drug En-
forcement program: Provided further, That 
this transfer authority shall be in addition 
to any other transfer authority provided in 
this Act. 

OPERATIONS SUPPORT 
For necessary expenses of the Internal 

Revenue Service to operate and support tax-

payer services and tax law enforcement pro-
grams, including rent payments; facilities 
services; printing; postage; physical security; 
headquarters and other IRS-wide administra-
tion activities; research and statistics of in-
come; telecommunications; information 
technology development, enhancement, oper-
ations, maintenance, and security; the hire 
of passenger motor vehicles (31 US.C. 
1343(b)); and other services as authorized by 
5 U.S.C. 3109, at such rates as may be deter-
mined by the Commissioner; $3,769,587,000, of 
which $75,000,000 shall remain available until 
September 30, 2009, for information tech-
nology support; of which not to exceed 
$1,000,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2010, for research; of which not to 
exceed $1,600,000 shall be for the Internal 
Revenue Service Oversight Board; and of 
which not to exceed $25,000 shall be for offi-
cial reception and representation. 

BUSINESS SYSTEMS MODERNIZATION 
For necessary expenses of the Internal 

Revenue Service’s business systems mod-
ernization program, $282,090,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2010, for the 
capital asset acquisition of information 
technology systems, including management 
and related contractual costs of said acquisi-
tions, including related Internal Revenue 
Service labor costs, and contractual costs as-
sociated with operations authorized by 5 
U.S.C. 3109: Provided, That, with the excep-
tion of labor costs, none of these funds may 
be obligated until the Internal Revenue 
Service submits to the Committees on Ap-
propriations, and such Committees approve, 
a plan for expenditure that: (1) meets the 
capital planning and investment control re-
view requirements established by the Office 
of Management and Budget, including Cir-
cular A–11; (2) complies with the Internal 
Revenue Service’s enterprise architecture, 
including the modernization blueprint; (3) 
conforms with the Internal Revenue Serv-
ice’s enterprise life cycle methodology; (4) is 
approved by the Internal Revenue Service, 
the Department of the Treasury, and the Of-
fice of Management and Budget; (5) has been 
reviewed by the Government Accountability 
Office; and (6) complies with the acquisition 
rules, requirements, guidelines, and systems 
acquisition management practices of the 
Federal Government. 

HEALTH INSURANCE TAX CREDIT 
ADMINISTRATION 

For expenses necessary to implement the 
health insurance tax credit included in the 
Trade Act of 2002 (Public Law 107–210), 
$15,235,000. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—INTERNAL 
REVENUE SERVICE 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 101. Not to exceed 5 percent of any ap-

propriation made available in this Act to the 
Internal Revenue Service or not to exceed 3 
percent of appropriations under the heading 
‘‘Enforcement’’ may be transferred to any 
other Internal Revenue Service appropria-
tion upon the advance approval of the Com-
mittees on Appropriations. 

SEC. 102. The Internal Revenue Service 
shall maintain a training program to ensure 
that Internal Revenue Service employees are 
trained in taxpayers’ rights, in dealing cour-
teously with taxpayers, and in cross-cultural 
relations. 

SEC. 103. The Internal Revenue Service 
shall institute and enforce policies and pro-
cedures that will safeguard the confiden-
tiality of taxpayer information. 

SEC. 104. Funds made available by this or 
any other Act to the Internal Revenue Serv-
ice shall be available for improved facilities 
and increased manpower to provide suffi-
cient and effective 1–800 help line service for 

taxpayers. The Commissioner shall continue 
to make the improvement of the Internal 
Revenue Service 1–800 help line service a pri-
ority and allocate resources necessary to in-
crease phone lines and staff to improve the 
Internal Revenue Service 1–800 help line 
service. 

SEC. 105. Of the funds made available by 
this Act to the Internal Revenue Service, not 
less than $6,822,000,000 shall be available only 
for tax enforcement and related support ac-
tivities funded in Internal Revenue Service, 
‘‘Enforcement’’ and ‘‘Operations Support’’. 
In addition, of the funds made available by 
this Act to the Internal Revenue Service, 
and subject to the same terms and condi-
tions, an additional $406,000,000 shall be 
available for tax enforcement and related 
support activities. 

SEC. 106. Not more than $1,000,000 of the 
funds made available in this or any other 
Act may be used to enter into, renew, ex-
tend, administer, implement, enforce, pro-
vide oversight of, or make any payment re-
lated to any qualified tax collection contract 
(as defined in section 6306 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986). 

SEC. 107. Section 9503(a) of title 5, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘for a 
period of 10 years after the date of enact-
ment of this section’’ and inserting ‘‘before 
July 23, 2013’’. 

SEC. 108. Sections 9504 (a) and (b), and 
9505(a) of title 5, United States Code, are 
amended by striking ‘‘For a period of 10 
years after the date of enactment of this sec-
tion’’ each place it occurs and inserting ‘‘Be-
fore July 23, 2013’’. 

SEC. 109. Section 9502(a) of title 5, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘Office 
of Management and Budget’’ and inserting 
‘‘Office of Personnel Management’’. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT 
OF THE TREASURY 

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 110. Appropriations to the Department 

of the Treasury in this Act shall be available 
for uniforms or allowances therefor, as au-
thorized by law (5 U.S.C. 5901), including 
maintenance, repairs, and cleaning; purchase 
of insurance for official motor vehicles oper-
ated in foreign countries; purchase of motor 
vehicles without regard to the general pur-
chase price limitations for vehicles pur-
chased and used overseas for the current fis-
cal year; entering into contracts with the 
Department of State for the furnishing of 
health and medical services to employees 
and their dependents serving in foreign coun-
tries; and services authorized by 5 U.S.C. 
3109. 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, we have 
just passed an amendment that was 
going to be offered by one Member on 
our side of the aisle. 

I want to make the point that if 
Members expect us to call them, they 
are wrong. As far as I am concerned, we 
are not running a baby-sitting service. 
If Members want to offer their amend-
ments tonight, they have an obligation 
to pay attention and be here in a time-
ly fashion. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 111. Not to exceed 2 percent of any ap-

propriations in this Act made available to 
the Departmental Offices—Salaries and Ex-
penses, Office of Inspector General, Finan-
cial Management Service, Alcohol and To-
bacco Tax and Trade Bureau, Financial 
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Crimes Enforcement Network, and Bureau of 
the Public Debt, may be transferred between 
such appropriations upon the advance ap-
proval of the Committees on Appropriations: 
Provided, That no transfer may increase or 
decrease any such appropriation by more 
than 2 percent. 

SEC. 112. Not to exceed 2 percent of any ap-
propriation made available in this Act to the 
Internal Revenue Service may be transferred 
to the Treasury Inspector General for Tax 
Administration’s appropriation upon the ad-
vance approval of the Committees on Appro-
priations: Provided, That no transfer may in-
crease or decrease any such appropriation by 
more than 2 percent. 

SEC. 113. Of the funds available for the pur-
chase of law enforcement vehicles, no funds 
may be obligated until the Secretary of the 
Treasury certifies that the purchase by the 
respective Treasury bureau is consistent 
with departmental vehicle management 
principles: Provided, That the Secretary may 
delegate this authority to the Assistant Sec-
retary for Management. 

SEC. 114. None of the funds appropriated in 
this Act or otherwise available to the De-
partment of the Treasury or the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing may be used to rede-
sign the $1 Federal Reserve note. 

SEC. 115. The Secretary of the Treasury 
may transfer funds from Financial Manage-
ment Services, Salaries and Expenses to 
Debt Collection Fund as necessary to cover 
the costs of debt collection: Provided, That 
such amounts shall be reimbursed to such 
salaries and expenses account from debt col-
lections received in the Debt Collection 
Fund. 

SEC. 116. Section 122(g)(1) of Public Law 
105–119, as amended (5 U.S.C. 3104 note), is 
further amended by striking ‘‘8 years’’ and 
inserting ‘‘10 years’’. 

SEC. 117. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this or any 
other Act may be used by the United States 
Mint to construct or operate any museum 
without the explicit approval of the House 
Committee on Financial Services and the 
Senate Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

SEC. 118. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this or any 
other Act or source to the Department of the 
Treasury, the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing, and the United States Mint, indi-
vidually or collectively, may be used to con-
solidate any or all functions of the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing and the United 
States Mint without the explicit approval of 
the House Committee on Financial Services; 
the Senate Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs; the House Committee on 
Appropriations; and the Senate Committee 
on Appropriations. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Department 
of the Treasury Appropriations Act, 2008’’. 

TITLE II 
EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 

AND FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 

COMPENSATION OF THE PRESIDENT 
For compensation of the President, includ-

ing an expense allowance at the rate of 
$50,000 per annum as authorized by 3 U.S.C. 
102, $450,000: Provided, That none of the funds 
made available for official expenses shall be 
expended for any other purpose and any un-
used amount shall revert to the Treasury 
pursuant to section 1552 of title 31, United 
States Code. 

WHITE HOUSE OFFICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses for the White 
House as authorized by law, including not to 
exceed $3,850,000 for services as authorized by 

5 U.S.C. 3109 and 3 U.S.C. 105; subsistence ex-
penses as authorized by 3 U.S.C. 105, which 
shall be expended and accounted for as pro-
vided in that section; hire of passenger 
motor vehicles, newspapers, periodicals, tele-
type news service, and travel (not to exceed 
$100,000 to be expended and accounted for as 
provided by 3 U.S.C. 103); and not to exceed 
$19,000 for official entertainment expenses, to 
be available for allocation within the Execu-
tive Office of the President; $53,156,000: Pro-
vided, That of the funds appropriated under 
this heading, up to $1,500,000 shall be for the 
Privacy and Civil Liberties Oversight Board. 

EXECUTIVE RESIDENCE AT THE WHITE HOUSE 

OPERATING EXPENSES 

For the care, maintenance, repair and al-
teration, refurnishing, improvement, heat-
ing, and lighting, including electric power 
and fixtures, of the Executive Residence at 
the White House and official entertainment 
expenses of the President, $12,814,000, to be 
expended and accounted for as provided by 3 
U.S.C. 105, 109, 110, and 112–114. 

REIMBURSABLE EXPENSES 

For the reimbursable expenses of the Exec-
utive Residence at the White House, such 
sums as may be necessary: Provided, That all 
reimbursable operating expenses of the Exec-
utive Residence shall be made in accordance 
with the provisions of this paragraph: Pro-
vided further, That, notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, such amount for re-
imbursable operating expenses shall be the 
exclusive authority of the Executive Resi-
dence to incur obligations and to receive off-
setting collections, for such expenses: Pro-
vided further, That the Executive Residence 
shall require each person sponsoring a reim-
bursable political event to pay in advance an 
amount equal to the estimated cost of the 
event, and all such advance payments shall 
be credited to this account and remain avail-
able until expended: Provided further, That 
the Executive Residence shall require the na-
tional committee of the political party of 
the President to maintain on deposit $25,000, 
to be separately accounted for and available 
for expenses relating to reimbursable polit-
ical events sponsored by such committee 
during such fiscal year: Provided further, 
That the Executive Residence shall ensure 
that a written notice of any amount owed for 
a reimbursable operating expense under this 
paragraph is submitted to the person owing 
such amount within 60 days after such ex-
pense is incurred, and that such amount is 
collected within 30 days after the submission 
of such notice: Provided further, That the Ex-
ecutive Residence shall charge interest and 
assess penalties and other charges on any 
such amount that is not reimbursed within 
such 30 days, in accordance with the interest 
and penalty provisions applicable to an out-
standing debt on a United States Govern-
ment claim under section 3717 of title 31, 
United States Code: Provided further, That 
each such amount that is reimbursed, and 
any accompanying interest and charges, 
shall be deposited in the Treasury as mis-
cellaneous receipts: Provided further, That 
the Executive Residence shall prepare and 
submit to the Committees on Appropria-
tions, by not later than 90 days after the end 
of the fiscal year covered by this Act, a re-
port setting forth the reimbursable oper-
ating expenses of the Executive Residence 
during the preceding fiscal year, including 
the total amount of such expenses, the 
amount of such total that consists of reim-
bursable official and ceremonial events, the 
amount of such total that consists of reim-
bursable political events, and the portion of 
each such amount that has been reimbursed 
as of the date of the report: Provided further, 
That the Executive Residence shall maintain 

a system for the tracking of expenses related 
to reimbursable events within the Executive 
Residence that includes a standard for the 
classification of any such expense as polit-
ical or nonpolitical: Provided further, That no 
provision of this paragraph may be construed 
to exempt the Executive Residence from any 
other applicable requirement of subchapter I 
or II of chapter 37 of title 31, United States 
Code. 

WHITE HOUSE REPAIR AND RESTORATION 

For the repair, alteration, and improve-
ment of the Executive Residence at the 
White House, $1,600,000, to remain available 
until expended, for required maintenance, 
safety and health issues, and continued pre-
ventative maintenance. 

COUNCIL OF ECONOMIC ADVISERS 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Council of 
Economic Advisers in carrying out its func-
tions under the Employment Act of 1946 (15 
U.S.C. 1021 et seq.), $4,118,000. 

OFFICE OF POLICY DEVELOPMENT 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of Pol-
icy Development, including services as au-
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109 and 3 U.S.C. 107, 
$3,482,000. 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the National Se-
curity Council, including services as author-
ized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, $8,640,000. 

OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of Ad-
ministration, including services as author-
ized by 5 U.S.C. 3109 and 3 U.S.C. 107, and hire 
of passenger motor vehicles, $92,829,000, of 
which $11,923,000 shall remain available until 
expended for continued modernization of the 
information technology infrastructure with-
in the Executive Office of the President. 

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of 
Management and Budget, including hire of 
passenger motor vehicles and services as au-
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109 and to carry out the 
provisions of chapter 35 of title 44, United 
States Code, $78,394,000, of which not to ex-
ceed $3,000 shall be available for official rep-
resentation expenses: Provided, That, as pro-
vided in 31 U.S.C. 1301(a), appropriations 
shall be applied only to the objects for which 
appropriations were made and shall be allo-
cated in accordance with the terms and con-
ditions set forth in the accompanying state-
ment of the managers except as otherwise 
provided by law: Provided further, That none 
of the funds appropriated in this Act for the 
Office of Management and Budget may be 
used for the purpose of reviewing any agri-
cultural marketing orders or any activities 
or regulations under the provisions of the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937 (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.): Provided further, 
That none of the funds made available for 
the Office of Management and Budget by this 
Act may be expended for the altering of the 
transcript of actual testimony of witnesses, 
except for testimony of officials of the Office 
of Management and Budget, before the Com-
mittees on Appropriations or their sub-
committees: Provided further, That the pre-
ceding shall not apply to printed hearings re-
leased by the Committees on Appropriations: 
Provided further, That the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget shall have not more than 60 
days in which to perform budgetary policy 
reviews of water resource matters on which 
the Chief of Engineers has reported: Provided 
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further, That the Director of the Office of 
Management and Budget shall notify the ap-
propriate authorizing and appropriating 
committees when the 60-day review is initi-
ated: Provided further, That if water resource 
reports have not been transmitted to the ap-
propriate authorizing and appropriating 
committees within 15 days after the end of 
the Office of Management and Budget review 
period based on the notification from the Di-
rector, Congress shall assume Office of Man-
agement and Budget concurrence with the 
report and act accordingly. 

OFFICE OF NATIONAL DRUG CONTROL POLICY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of Na-
tional Drug Control Policy; for research ac-
tivities pursuant to the Office of National 
Drug Control Policy Reauthorization Act of 
2006 (Public Law 109–469); not to exceed 
$10,000 for official reception and representa-
tion expenses; and for participation in joint 
projects or in the provision of services on 
matters of mutual interest with nonprofit, 
research, or public organizations or agencies, 
with or without reimbursement, $26,636,000; 
of which $1,316,000 shall remain available 
until expended for policy research and eval-
uation: Provided, That the Office is author-
ized to accept, hold, administer, and utilize 
gifts, both real and personal, public and pri-
vate, without fiscal year limitation, for the 
purpose of aiding or facilitating the work of 
the Office. 

COUNTERDRUG TECHNOLOGY ASSESSMENT 
CENTER 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For necessary expenses for the 

Counterdrug Technology Assessment Center 
for research activities pursuant to the Office 
of National Drug Control Policy Reauthor-
ization Act of 2006 (Public Law 109–469), 
$10,000,000, which shall remain available 
until expended, consisting of $5,000,000 for 
counternarcotics research and development 
projects, and $5,000,000 for the continued op-
eration of the technology transfer program: 
Provided, That the $5,000,000 for counter-
narcotics research and development projects 
shall be available for transfer to other Fed-
eral departments or agencies. 

FEDERAL DRUG CONTROL PROGRAMS 
HIGH INTENSITY DRUG TRAFFICKING AREAS 

PROGRAM 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses of the Office of Na-
tional Drug Control Policy’s High Intensity 
Drug Trafficking Areas Program authorized 
by the Office of National Drug Control Pol-
icy Reauthorization Act of 2006 (Public Law 
109–469), $226,000,000 for drug control activi-
ties consistent with the approved strategy 
for each of the designated High Intensity 
Drug Trafficking Areas, of which no less 
than 51 percent shall be transferred to State 
and local entities for drug control activities: 
Provided, That up to 49 percent, to remain 
available until September 30, 2009, may be 
transferred to Federal agencies and depart-
ments at a rate to be determined by the Di-
rector, of which not less than $2,100,000 shall 
be used for auditing services and associated 
activities: Provided further, That High Inten-
sity Drug Trafficking Areas Programs des-
ignated as of September 30, 2007, shall be 
funded at no less than the fiscal year 2007 
initial allocation levels unless the Director 
submits to the Committees on Appropria-
tions, and the Committees approve, justifica-
tion for changes in those levels based on 
clearly articulated priorities for the High In-
tensity Drug Trafficking Area Programs, as 
well as published Office of National Drug 
Control Policy performance measures of ef-
fectiveness: Provided further, That a request 

shall be submitted in compliance with the 
reprogramming guidelines to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations for approval prior to 
the obligation of funds of an amount in ex-
cess of the fiscal year 2007 budget request. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BOOZMAN 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. BOOZMAN: 
Page 27, line 6, insert before the period the 

following: ‘‘: Provided further, that $6,000,000 
shall not be made available until the Direc-
tor of the Office of National Drug Control 
Policy certifies in writing that regulations 
established for the designation of high inten-
sity drug trafficking areas include a require-
ment that the Director, in considering 
whether to designate an area as a high inten-
sity drug trafficking area, shall consider 
whether the area lies within a State that al-
ready receives assistance under the High In-
tensity Drug Trafficking Areas program’’. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve a point of order on the gentle-
man’s amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order 
is reserved. 

Pursuant to the order of the House of 
today, the gentleman from Arkansas 
(Mr. BOOZMAN) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 

My amendment would encourage the 
Office of National Drug Control Policy 
to give careful consideration to States 
that do not currently benefit from the 
HIDTA program when considering the 
request of law enforcement agencies 
for a new HIDTA designation. 

The Office of National Drug Control 
Policy Reauthorization Act of 2006 was 
enacted on December 27, 2006. This law 
requires the Director of ONDCP to es-
tablish regulations under which a coa-
lition of interested law enforcement 
agencies from an area may petition for 
designation as a high intensity drug 
trafficking area. 

My amendment would require that of 
the $226 million in HIDTA funding in 
the underlying bill, $6 million will not 
be made available until the Director of 
the ONDCP certifies in writing that 
specific regulations have been estab-
lished for the consideration of HIDTA 
application. Specifically, the Director 
must take into consideration whether 
an area that may be designated as a 
HIDTA lies within a State that already 
receives assistance from the HIDTA 
program. 

I do not believe we should mandate a 
preference for States like Arkansas 
that have been overlooked in the des-
ignation process, but I do believe we 
should encourage ONDCP to take this 
fact into consideration when reviewing 
HIDTA applications. 

I have seen the tragic effects of in-
creased drug manufacturing and traf-
ficking in Arkansas, especially the 
trafficking of meth. Arkansas is one of 

several States, including Minnesota, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Dela-
ware and several others, that have been 
excluded from the HIDTA program, de-
spite many characteristics that make 
it both an ideal setting for illegal drug 
manufacturing and perfectly situated 
for trafficking. 

In recent years Arkansas has made 
great progress and has much to be 
proud of, but we still face serious chal-
lenges when it comes to drug traf-
ficking. Our State has one of the most 
serious meth problems per capita of 
any State in the country. Our State 
has become home to branches of some 
of the Nation’s major gangs and has a 
transportation network that makes it 
ideal for drug traffickers targeting 
metropolitan areas, including St. 
Louis, Little Rock, Chicago, Memphis, 
Kansas City and so on. My congres-
sional district has one of the top 10 
fastest-growing metropolitan statis-
tical areas in the Nation, and recently 
our State’s largest city found itself 
high on a list of cities in the Nation 
suffering from violent crime. 

Again, I am really discouraged in the 
sense that despite all of these facts, Ar-
kansas and several States in similar 
situations have been overlooked in the 
HIDTA designation process. I don’t ask 
for special preference for my State, but 
I do request that ONDCP give fair con-
sideration to States in my situation. 

I want to thank the chairman and 
ranking member for their hard work on 
the underlying bill. But again, this is 
just an effort to try and help the 
States that are in the same situation 
as Arkansas. 

POINT OF ORDER 
Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I 

make a point of order against the 
amendment because it proposes to 
change existing law and constitutes 
legislation in an appropriation bill and 
therefore violates clause 2 of rule XXI. 

The rule states in pertinent part: 
‘‘An amendment to a general appro-
priation bill shall not be in order if 
changing existing law.’’ The amend-
ment imposes additional duties. There-
fore, I ask for a ruling from the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does any Member 
wish to be heard on the point of order? 

The amendment is in the form of a 
limitation. Under clause 2(c) of rule 
XXI, an amendment in that form is not 
in order until the entire bill has been 
read. The point of order is sustained 
and the amendment is not in order. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
OTHER FEDERAL DRUG CONTROL PROGRAMS 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For activities to support a national anti- 

drug campaign for youth, and for other pur-
poses, authorized by the Office of National 
Drug Control Policy Reauthorization Act of 
2006 (Public Law 109–469), $197,800,000, to re-
main available until expended, of which the 
amounts are available as follows: $93,000,000 
to support a national media campaign: Pro-
vided, That the Office of National Drug Con-
trol Policy shall maintain funding for non- 
advertising services for the media campaign 
at no less than the fiscal year 2003 ratio of 
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service funding to total funds and shall con-
tinue the corporate outreach program as it 
operated prior to its cancellation; $90,000,000 
to continue a program of matching grants to 
drug-free communities, of which $2,000,000 
shall be made available as directed by sec-
tion 4 of Public Law 107–82, as amended by 
Public Law 109–469 (21 U.S.C. 1521 note); 
$1,000,000 for training and technical assist-
ance for drug court professionals; $1,000,000 
as directed by section 1105 of Public Law 109– 
469; $1,000,000 for demonstration programs as 
authorized by section 1119 of Public Law 109– 
469; $9,600,000 for the United States Anti- 
Doping Agency for anti-doping activities; 
$1,700,000 for the United States membership 
dues to the World Anti-Doping Agency; and 
$500,000 for evaluations and research related 
to National Drug Control Program perform-
ance measures: Provided further, That such 
funds may be transferred to other Federal 
departments and agencies to carry out such 
activities: Provided further, That of the 
amounts appropriated for a national media 
campaign, not to exceed 10 percent shall be 
for administration, advertising production, 
research and testing, labor, and related costs 
of the national media campaign. 

UNANTICIPATED NEEDS 
UNANTICIPATED NEEDS 

For expenses necessary to enable the Presi-
dent to meet unanticipated needs, in further-
ance of the national interest, security, or de-
fense which may arise at home or abroad 
during the current fiscal year, as authorized 
by 3 U.S.C. 108, $1,000,000. 
SPECIAL ASSISTANCE TO THE PRESIDENT AND 

THE OFFICIAL RESIDENCE OF THE VICE 
PRESIDENT 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses to enable the Vice 

President to provide assistance to the Presi-
dent in connection with specially assigned 
functions; services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 
3109 and 3 U.S.C. 106, including subsistence 
expenses as authorized by 3 U.S.C. 106, which 
shall be expended and accounted for as pro-
vided in that section; and hire of passenger 
motor vehicles, $4,432,000. 

OPERATING EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the care, operation, refurnishing, im-
provement, and to the extent not otherwise 
provided for, heating and lighting, including 
electric power and fixtures, of the official 
residence of the Vice President; the hire of 
passenger motor vehicles; and not to exceed 
$90,000 for official entertainment expenses of 
the Vice President, to be accounted for sole-
ly on his certificate, $320,000: Provided, That 
advances or repayments or transfers from 
this appropriation may be made to any de-
partment or agency for expenses of carrying 
out such activities. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—EXECUTIVE 
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 201. From funds made available in this 

Act under the headings ‘‘White House Of-
fice’’, ‘‘Executive Residence at the White 
House’’, ‘‘White House Repair and Restora-
tion’’, ‘‘Council of Economic Advisors’’, ‘‘Na-
tional Security Council’’, ‘‘Office of Admin-
istration’’, ‘‘Office of Policy Development’’, 
‘‘Special Assistance to the President’’, and 
‘‘Official Residence of the Vice President’’, 
the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget (or such other officer as the 
President may designate in writing), may, 15 
days after giving notice to the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations, 
transfer not to exceed 10 percent of any such 
appropriation to any other such appropria-
tion, to be merged with and available for the 
same time and for the same purposes as the 

appropriation to which transferred: Provided, 
That the amount of an appropriation shall 
not be increased by more than 50 percent by 
such transfers: Provided further, That no 
amount shall be transferred from ‘‘Special 
Assistance to the President’’ or ‘‘Official 
Residence of the Vice President’’ without the 
approval of the Vice President. 

SEC. 202. The President shall submit to the 
Committees on Appropriations not later 
than 30 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, and prior to the initial obliga-
tion of funds appropriated under the heading 
‘‘Office of National Drug Control Policy’’, a 
financial plan on the proposed uses of all 
funds under the heading on a project-by- 
project basis, for which the obligation of 
funds is anticipated: Provided, That up to 20 
percent of funds appropriated under this 
heading may be obligated before the submis-
sion of the report subject to prior approval of 
the Committees on Appropriations: Provided 
further, That the report shall be updated and 
submitted to the Committees on Appropria-
tions every six months and shall include in-
formation detailing how the estimates and 
assumptions contained in previous reports 
have changed: Provided further, That any new 
projects and changes in funding of ongoing 
projects shall be subject to the prior ap-
proval of the Committees on Appropriations. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Executive 
Office of the President Appropriations Act, 
2008’’. 

TITLE III 
THE JUDICIARY 

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For expenses necessary for the operation of 
the Supreme Court, as required by law, ex-
cluding care of the building and grounds, in-
cluding purchase or hire, driving, mainte-
nance, and operation of an automobile for 
the Chief Justice, not to exceed $10,000 for 
the purpose of transporting Associate Jus-
tices, and hire of passenger motor vehicles as 
authorized by 31 U.S.C. 1343 and 1344; not to 
exceed $10,000 for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses; and for miscellaneous 
expenses, to be expended as the Chief Justice 
may approve, $66,526,000, of which $2,000,000 
shall remain available until expended. 

CARE OF THE BUILDING AND GROUNDS 
For such expenditures as may be necessary 

to enable the Architect of the Capitol to 
carry out the duties imposed upon the Archi-
tect by the Act approved May 7, 1934 (40 
U.S.C. 13a–13b), $12,201,000, which shall re-
main available until expended. 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE 
FEDERAL CIRCUIT 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For salaries of the chief judge, judges, and 

other officers and employees, and for nec-
essary expenses of the court, as authorized 
by law, $27,976,000. 

UNITED STATES COURT OF INTERNATIONAL 
TRADE 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For salaries of the chief judge and eight 

judges, salaries of the officers and employees 
of the court, services, and necessary ex-
penses of the court, as authorized by law, 
$16,544,000. 

COURTS OF APPEALS, DISTRICT COURTS, AND 
OTHER JUDICIAL SERVICES 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For the salaries of circuit and district 
judges (including judges of the territorial 
courts of the United States), justices and 
judges retired from office or from regular ac-
tive service, judges of the United States 
Court of Federal Claims, bankruptcy judges, 
magistrate judges, and all other officers and 

employees of the Federal Judiciary not oth-
erwise specifically provided for, and nec-
essary expenses of the courts, as authorized 
by law, $4,660,590,000 (including the purchase 
of firearms and ammunition); of which not to 
exceed $27,817,000 shall remain available 
until expended for space alteration projects 
and for furniture and furnishings related to 
new space alteration and construction 
projects. 

AMENDMENT NO. 35 OFFERED BY MR. CUELLAR 
Mr. CUELLAR. Mr. Chairman, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-

ignate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 35 offered by Mr. CUELLAR: 
Page 33, line 11, insert after the dollar fig-

ure the following: ‘‘(increased by 
$10,000,000)’’. 

Page 41, line 10, insert after the dollar fig-
ure the following: ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000)’’. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
order of the House of today, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. CUELLAR) and 
a Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. CUELLAR. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 

First of all, I want to thank Chair-
man JOSE SERRANO and Ranking Mem-
ber RALPH REGULA for their leadership 
in bringing this appropriation bill for-
ward. 

My amendment is simple. Working 
with my colleague Mr. TED POE, it 
strives to alleviate the strain that we 
have on the Federal district courts 
along the U.S.-Mexico border. In recent 
years, the rising number of criminal 
immigration cases has created consid-
erable strain to those Federal district 
courts. For those courts, the percent-
age of criminal cases have gone to up-
ward of 70 percent of the criminal case-
work that they have. The average Fed-
eral judge in a border district court 
sees 306.5 criminal cases per year com-
pared with the national average of 83 
cases a year. 

b 2200 

The subsequent backlog has impeded 
the ability of the district courts to 
process cases in a timely manner. This 
backlog will only be increased with the 
additional funding and emphasis put 
into the border enforcement by Con-
gress. 

The backlog has hindered the due 
process for U.S. citizens and immi-
grants. Many defendants have fallen 
through the cracks, as it can take up 
to a year to receive judicial action. It 
is important that our Nation’s court 
system not be overextended by the lack 
of judges. 

This bipartisan amendment is a com-
panion to the legislation I introduced, 
H.R. 1909, the Federal Criminal Immi-
gration Courts Act of 2007. That legis-
lation utilizes the recommendations of 
the 2007 judicial conference to increase 
the number of Federal judgeships in 
those district courts most impacted by 
immigration cases. 
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The additional judges will help ease 

the burden on the system and will en-
sure these cases will be handled in a 
timely manner. With your help, we can 
move forward in making sure our judi-
ciary keeps up with the increased de-
mand that we have along the border. 

I believe an agreement with the 
chairman that I will withdraw this 
amendment and work with the chair-
man to work with them to try to get 
this funded in the conference com-
mittee. 

Mr. SERRANO. Would the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CUELLAR. Yes. 
Mr. SERRANO. I will continue to 

work with you on this issue. I know 
how important it is to you and to our 
country. You have that commitment 
from us. 

Mr. CUELLAR. Mr. Chairman, I don’t 
see Mr. POE here, but we did talk about 
withdrawing this amendment. We ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
the gentleman’s amendment is with-
drawn. 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In addition, for expenses of the United 

States Court of Federal Claims associated 
with processing cases under the National 
Childhood Vaccine Injury Act of 1986 (Public 
Law 99–660), not to exceed $4,099,000, to be ap-
propriated from the Vaccine Injury Com-
pensation Trust Fund. 

DEFENDER SERVICES 

For the operation of Federal Defender or-
ganizations; the compensation and reim-
bursement of expenses of attorneys ap-
pointed to represent persons under the 
Criminal Justice Act of 1964 (18 U.S.C. 
3006A); the compensation and reimbursement 
of expenses of persons furnishing investiga-
tive, expert and other services under the 
Criminal Justice Act of 1964 (18 U.S.C. 
3006A(e)); the compensation (in accordance 
with Criminal Justice Act maximums) and 
reimbursement of expenses of attorneys ap-
pointed to assist the court in criminal cases 
where the defendant has waived representa-
tion by counsel; the compensation and reim-
bursement of travel expenses of guardians ad 
litem acting on behalf of financially eligible 
minor or incompetent offenders in connec-
tion with transfers from the United States to 
foreign countries with which the United 
States has a treaty for the execution of 
penal sentences; the compensation of attor-
neys appointed to represent jurors in civil 
actions for the protection of their employ-
ment, as authorized by 28 U.S.C. 1875(d); and 
for necessary training and general adminis-
trative expenses, $830,499,000, to remain 
available until expended. 

FEES OF JURORS AND COMMISSIONERS 

For fees and expenses of jurors as author-
ized by 28 U.S.C. 1871 and 1876; compensation 
of jury commissioners as authorized by 28 
U.S.C. 1863; and compensation of commis-
sioners appointed in condemnation cases 
pursuant to rule 71A(h) of the Federal Rules 
of Civil Procedure (28 U.S.C. Appendix Rule 
71A(h)), $62,350,000, to remain available until 
expended: Provided, That the compensation 
of land commissioners shall not exceed the 
daily equivalent of the highest rate payable 
under section 5332 of title 5, United States 
Code. 

COURT SECURITY 

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-
vided for, incident to the provision of protec-
tive guard services for United States court-
houses and other facilities housing Federal 
court operations, and the procurement, in-
stallation, and maintenance of security sys-
tems and equipment for United States court-
houses and other facilities housing Federal 
court operations, including building ingress- 
egress control, inspection of mail and pack-
ages, directed security patrols, perimeter se-
curity, basic security services provided by 
the Federal Protective Service, and other 
similar activities as authorized by section 
1010 of the Judicial Improvement and Access 
to Justice Act (Public Law 100–702), 
$396,476,000, of which not to exceed $15,000,000 
shall remain available until expended, to be 
expended directly or transferred to the 
United States Marshals Service, which shall 
be responsible for administering the Judicial 
Facility Security Program consistent with 
standards or guidelines agreed to by the Di-
rector of the Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts and the Attorney Gen-
eral. 

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE UNITED 
STATES COURTS 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Administra-
tive Office of the United States Courts as au-
thorized by law, including travel as author-
ized by 31 U.S.C. 1345, hire of a passenger 
motor vehicle as authorized by 31 U.S.C. 
1343(b), advertising and rent in the District 
of Columbia and elsewhere, $75,667,000, of 
which not to exceed $8,500 is authorized for 
official reception and representation ex-
penses. 

FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Federal Ju-
dicial Center, as authorized by Public Law 
90–219, $23,994,000; of which $1,800,000 shall re-
main available through September 30, 2009, 
to provide education and training to Federal 
court personnel; and of which not to exceed 
$1,500 is authorized for official reception and 
representation expenses. 

JUDICIAL RETIREMENT FUNDS 

PAYMENT TO JUDICIARY TRUST FUNDS 

For payment to the Judicial Officers’ Re-
tirement Fund, as authorized by 28 U.S.C. 
377(o), $59,400,000; to the Judicial Survivors’ 
Annuities Fund, as authorized by 28 U.S.C. 
376(c), $2,300,000; and to the United States 
Court of Federal Claims Judges’ Retirement 
Fund, as authorized by 28 U.S.C. 178(l), 
$3,700,000. 

UNITED STATES SENTENCING COMMISSION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For the salaries and expenses necessary to 
carry out the provisions of chapter 58 of title 
28, United States Code, $15,477,000, of which 
not to exceed $1,000 is authorized for official 
reception and representation expenses. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—THE JUDICIARY 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 301. Appropriations and authoriza-
tions made in this title which are available 
for salaries and expenses shall be available 
for services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109. 

SEC. 302. Not to exceed 5 percent of any ap-
propriation made available for the current 
fiscal year for the Judiciary in this Act may 
be transferred between such appropriations, 
but no such appropriation, except ‘‘Courts of 
Appeals, District Courts, and Other Judicial 
Services, Defender Services’’ and ‘‘Courts of 
Appeals, District Courts, and Other Judicial 
Services, Fees of Jurors and Commis-

sioners’’, shall be increased by more than 10 
percent by any such transfers: Provided, That 
any transfer pursuant to this section shall be 
treated as a reprogramming of funds under 
sections 605 and 610 of this Act and shall not 
be available for obligation or expenditure ex-
cept in compliance with the procedures set 
forth in that section. 

SEC. 303. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, the salaries and expenses appro-
priation for ‘‘Courts of Appeals, District 
Courts, and Other Judicial Services’’ shall be 
available for official reception and represen-
tation expenses of the Judicial Conference of 
the United States: Provided, That such avail-
able funds shall not exceed $11,000 and shall 
be administered by the Director of the Ad-
ministrative Office of the United States 
Courts in the capacity as Secretary of the 
Judicial Conference. 

SEC. 304. Within 90 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Administra-
tive Office of the U.S. Courts shall submit to 
the Committees on Appropriations a com-
prehensive financial plan for the Judiciary 
allocating all sources of available funds in-
cluding appropriations, fee collections, and 
carryover balances, to include a separate and 
detailed plan for the Judiciary Information 
Technology fund. 

SEC. 305. Section 203(c) of the Judicial Im-
provements Act of 1990 (Public Law 101–650; 
28 U.S.C. 133 note) is amended in the sixth 
sentence (relating to the Northern District 
of Ohio), by striking ‘‘15 years’’ and inserting 
‘‘20 years’’. 

This title may be cited as ‘‘The Judiciary 
Appropriations Act, 2008’’. 

TITLE IV 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

FEDERAL FUNDS 

FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR RESIDENT TUITION 
SUPPORT 

For a Federal payment to the District of 
Columbia, to be deposited into a dedicated 
account, for a nationwide program to be ad-
ministered by the Mayor, for District of Co-
lumbia resident tuition support, $35,100,000, 
to remain available until expended: Provided, 
That such funds, including any interest ac-
crued thereon, may be used on behalf of eli-
gible District of Columbia residents to pay 
an amount based upon the difference be-
tween in-State and out-of-State tuition at 
public institutions of higher education, or to 
pay up to $2,500 each year at eligible private 
institutions of higher education: Provided 
further, That the awarding of such funds may 
be prioritized on the basis of a resident’s aca-
demic merit, the income and need of eligible 
students and such other factors as may be 
authorized: Provided further, That the Dis-
trict of Columbia government shall maintain 
a dedicated account for the Resident Tuition 
Support Program that shall consist of the 
Federal funds appropriated to the Program 
in this Act and any subsequent appropria-
tions, any unobligated balances from prior 
fiscal years, and any interest earned in this 
or any fiscal year: Provided further, That the 
account shall be under the control of the 
District of Columbia Chief Financial Officer, 
who shall use those funds solely for the pur-
poses of carrying out the Resident Tuition 
Support Program: Provided further, That the 
Office of the Chief Financial Officer shall 
provide a quarterly financial report to the 
Committees on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives and Senate for these 
funds showing, by object class, the expendi-
tures made and the purpose therefor: Pro-
vided further, That not more than $1,200,000 of 
the total amount appropriated for this pro-
gram may be used for administrative ex-
penses. 
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FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR EMERGENCY PLANNING 

AND SECURITY COSTS IN THE DISTRICT OF CO-
LUMBIA 
For necessary expenses, as determined by 

the Mayor of the District of Columbia in 
written consultation with the elected county 
or city officials of surrounding jurisdictions, 
$3,352,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, to reimburse the District of Colum-
bia for the costs of providing public safety at 
events related to the presence of the na-
tional capital in the District of Columbia 
and for the costs of providing support to re-
spond to immediate and specific terrorist 
threats or attacks in the District of Colum-
bia or surrounding jurisdictions of which not 
to exceed $352,000 is for the District of Co-
lumbia National Guard: Provided, That any 
amount provided under this heading shall be 
available only after such amount has been 
apportioned pursuant to chapter 15 of title 
31, United States Code. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COURTS 
FEDERAL PAYMENT TO THE DISTRICT OF 

COLUMBIA COURTS 
For salaries and expenses for the District 

of Columbia Courts, $256,395,000, to be allo-
cated as follows: for the District of Columbia 
Court of Appeals, $10,800,000, of which not to 
exceed $1,500 is for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses; for the District of Co-
lumbia Superior Court, $100,543,000, of which 
not to exceed $1,500 is for official reception 
and representation expenses; for the District 
of Columbia Court System, $54,052,000, of 
which not to exceed $1,500 is for official re-
ception and representation expenses; and 
$91,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2009, for capital improvements for 
District of Columbia courthouse facilities: 
Provided, That notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, a single contract or related 
contracts for development and construction 
of facilities may be employed which collec-
tively include the full scope of the project: 
Provided further, That the solicitation and 
contract shall contain the clause ‘‘avail-
ability of Funds’’ found at 48 CFR 52.232–18: 
Provided further, That funds made available 
for capital improvements shall be expended 
consistent with the General Services Admin-
istration (GSA) master plan study and build-
ing evaluation report: Provided further, That 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
all amounts under this heading shall be ap-
portioned quarterly by the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget and obligated and expended 
in the same manner as funds appropriated 
for salaries and expenses of other Federal 
agencies, with payroll and financial services 
to be provided on a contractual basis with 
the GSA, and such services shall include the 
preparation of monthly financial reports, 
copies of which shall be submitted directly 
by GSA to the President and to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of the House of Rep-
resentatives and Senate, the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform of the 
House of Representatives, and the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs of the Senate: Provided fur-
ther, That 30 days after providing written no-
tice to the Committees on Appropriations of 
the House of Representatives and Senate, the 
District of Columbia Courts may reallocate 
not more than $1,000,000 of the funds provided 
under this heading among the items and en-
tities funded under this heading for oper-
ations, and not more than 4 percent of the 
funds provided under this heading for facili-
ties. 
DEFENDER SERVICES IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

COURTS 
For payments authorized under section 11– 

2604 and section 11–2605, D.C. Official Code 
(relating to representation provided under 

the District of Columbia Criminal Justice 
Act), payments for counsel appointed in pro-
ceedings in the Family Court of the Superior 
Court of the District of Columbia under 
chapter 23 of title 16, D.C. Official Code, or 
pursuant to contractual agreements to pro-
vide guardian ad litem representation, train-
ing, technical assistance and such other 
services as are necessary to improve the 
quality of guardian ad litem representation, 
payments for counsel appointed in adoption 
proceedings under chapter 3 of title 16, D.C. 
Code, and payments for counsel authorized 
under section 21–2060, D.C. Official Code (re-
lating to representation provided under the 
District of Columbia Guardianship, Protec-
tive Proceedings, and Durable Power of At-
torney Act of 1986), $52,475,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That the 
funds provided in this Act under the heading 
‘‘Federal Payment to the District of Colum-
bia Courts’’ (other than the $91,000,000 pro-
vided under such heading for capital im-
provements for District of Columbia court-
house facilities) may also be used for pay-
ments under this heading: Provided further, 
That in addition to the funds provided under 
this heading, the Joint Committee on Judi-
cial Administration in the District of Colum-
bia may use funds provided in this Act under 
the heading ‘‘Federal Payment to the Dis-
trict of Columbia Courts’’ (other than the 
$91,000,000 provided under such heading for 
capital improvements for District of Colum-
bia courthouse facilities), to make payments 
described under this heading for obligations 
incurred during any fiscal year: Provided fur-
ther, That funds provided under this heading 
shall be administered by the Joint Com-
mittee on Judicial Administration in the 
District of Columbia: Provided further, That 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
this appropriation shall be apportioned quar-
terly by the Office of Management and Budg-
et and obligated and expended in the same 
manner as funds appropriated for expenses of 
other Federal agencies, with payroll and fi-
nancial services to be provided on a contrac-
tual basis with the General Services Admin-
istration (GSA), and such services shall in-
clude the preparation of monthly financial 
reports, copies of which shall be submitted 
directly by GSA to the President and to the 
Committees on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives and Senate, the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Reform 
of the House of Representatives, and the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs of the Senate. 

FEDERAL PAYMENT TO THE COURT SERVICES 
AND 

OFFENDER SUPERVISION AGENCY FOR THE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

For salaries and expenses, including the 
transfer and hire of motor vehicles, of the 
Court Services and Offender Supervision 
Agency for the District of Columbia, as au-
thorized by the National Capital Revitaliza-
tion and Self-Government Improvement Act 
of 1997, $190,343,000, of which not to exceed 
$2,000 is for official receptions and represen-
tation expenses related to Community Su-
pervision and Pretrial Services Agency pro-
grams; of which not to exceed $25,000 is for 
dues and assessments relating to the imple-
mentation of the Court Services and Of-
fender Supervision Agency Interstate Super-
vision Act of 2002; of which not to exceed 
$400,000 for the Community Supervision pro-
gram and $160,000 for the Pretrial Services 
program, both to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2009, are for Information Tech-
nology infrastructure enhancement acquisi-
tions; of which $140,499,000 shall be for nec-
essary expenses of Community Supervision 
and Sex Offender Registration, to include ex-
penses relating to the supervision of adults 

subject to protection orders or the provision 
of services for or related to such persons; of 
which $49,849,000 shall be available to the 
Pretrial Services Agency: Provided, That not-
withstanding any other provision of law, all 
amounts under this heading shall be appor-
tioned quarterly by the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget and obligated and expended 
in the same manner as funds appropriated 
for salaries and expenses of other Federal 
agencies: Provided further, That the Director 
is authorized to accept and use gifts in the 
form of in-kind contributions of space and 
hospitality to support offender and defend-
ant programs, and equipment and vocational 
training services to educate and train offend-
ers and defendants: Provided further, That the 
Director shall keep accurate and detailed 
records of the acceptance and use of any gift 
or donation under the previous proviso, and 
shall make such records available for audit 
and public inspection: Provided further, That 
the Court Services and Offender Supervision 
Agency Director is authorized to accept and 
use reimbursement from the District of Co-
lumbia Government for space and services 
provided on a cost reimbursable basis. 
FEDERAL PAYMENT TO DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

PUBLIC DEFENDER SERVICE 
For salaries and expenses, including the 

transfer and hire of motor vehicles, of the 
District of Columbia Public Defender Serv-
ice, as authorized by the National Capital 
Revitalization and Self-Government Im-
provement Act of 1997, $32,710,000: Provided, 
That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, all amounts under this heading shall be 
apportioned quarterly by the Office of Man-
agement and Budget and obligated and ex-
pended in the same manner as funds appro-
priated for salaries and expenses of Federal 
agencies. 

FEDERAL PAYMENT TO THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA WATER AND SEWER AUTHORITY 

For a Federal payment to the District of 
Columbia Water and Sewer Authority, 
$12,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, to continue implementation of the 
Combined Sewer Overflow Long-Term Plan: 
Provided, That the District of Columbia 
Water and Sewer Authority provide a match 
of $7,000,000 and the District of Columbia pro-
vide a match of $5,000,000 in local funds for 
this payment. 
FEDERAL PAYMENT TO THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE 

COORDINATING COUNCIL 
For a Federal payment to the Criminal 

Justice Coordinating Council, $1,300,000, to 
remain available until expended, to support 
initiatives related to the coordination of 
Federal and local criminal justice resources 
in the District of Columbia. 
FEDERAL PAYMENT TO THE OFFICE OF THE 

CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER OF THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA 
For a Federal payment to the Office of the 

Chief Financial Officer of the District of Co-
lumbia, $6,148,000: Provided, That each entity 
that receives funding under this heading 
shall submit to the Office of the Chief Finan-
cial Officer of the District of Columbia (CFO) 
a report on the activities to be carried out 
with such funds no later than March 15, 2008, 
and the CFO shall submit a comprehensive 
report to the Committees on Appropriations 
of the House of Representatives and the Sen-
ate no later than June 1, 2008. 
FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT 

For a Federal payment for a school im-
provement program in the District of Colum-
bia, $40,800,000, to be allocated as follows: for 
the District of Columbia Public Schools, 
$13,000,000 to improve public school edu-
cation in the District of Columbia; for the 
State Education Office, $13,000,000 to expand 
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quality public charter schools in the District 
of Columbia, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2009; for the Secretary of the De-
partment of Education, $14,800,000 to provide 
opportunity scholarships for students in the 
District of Columbia in accordance with divi-
sion C, title III of the District of Columbia 
Appropriations Act, 2004 (Public Law 108–199; 
118 Stat. 126), of which up to $1,800,000 may 
be used to administer and fund assessments. 

FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR CONSOLIDATED 
LABORATORY FACILITY 

For a Federal payment to the District of 
Columbia, $10,000,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2009, for costs associated 
with the construction of a consolidated lab-
oratory facility: Provided, That the District 
of Columbia provides a 100 percent match for 
this payment. 

FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR CENTRAL LIBRARY 
AND BRANCH LOCATIONS 

For a Federal payment to the District of 
Columbia, $10,000,000, to remain available 
until expended, for the Federal contribution 
toward costs associated with the renovation 
and rehabilitation of District libraries. 

FEDERAL PAYMENT TO REIMBURSE THE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

For a Federal payment to the District of 
Columbia, $4,000,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2010, for reimbursement 
to the Federal Bureau of Investigation for 
additional laboratory services, including 
DNA analysis, performed for cases currently 
waiting analysis. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA FUNDS 
The following amounts are appropriated 

for the District of Columbia for the current 
fiscal year out of the general fund of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, except as otherwise spe-
cifically provided: Provided, That notwith-
standing any other provision of law, except 
as provided in section 450A of the District of 
Columbia Home Rule Act (114 Stat. 2440) 
(D.C. Official Code, section 1–204.50a) and 
provisions of this Act, the total amount ap-
propriated in this Act for operating expenses 
for the District of Columbia for fiscal year 
2008 under this heading shall not exceed the 
lesser of the sum of the total revenues of the 
District of Columbia for such fiscal year or 
$9,777,362,000 (of which $6,022,444,000 shall be 
from local funds, $2,015,853,000 shall be from 
Federal grant funds, $1,730,503,000 shall be 
from other funds, and $8,562,000 shall be from 
private funds), in addition, $116,552,000 from 
funds previously appropriated in this Act as 
Federal payments: Provided further, That of 
the local funds, $153,900,000 shall be derived 
from the District’s general fund balance: Pro-
vided further, That of these funds the Dis-
trict’s intradistrict authority shall be 
$648,289,000: Provided further, That in addi-
tion, for capital construction projects, there 
is appropriated an increase of $1,595,503,000, 
of which $1,042,712,000 shall be from local 
funds, $38,523,000 from the District of Colum-
bia Highway Trust Fund, $73,260,000 from the 
Local Street Maintenance Fund, $75,000,000 
from revenue bonds, $150,000,000 from financ-
ing for construction of a consolidated labora-
tory facility, $30,000,000 for construction of a 
baseball stadium, $186,008,000 from Federal 
grant funds, and a rescission of $212,696,000 
from local funds appropriated under this 
heading in prior fiscal years (of which 
$187,450,000 are from local funds and 
$51,444,000 are from the Local Street Mainte-
nance Fund), for a net amount of 
$1,382,807,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided further, That the amounts 
provided under this heading are to be subject 
to the provisions of and allocated and ex-
pended as proposed under ‘‘Title III—District 
of Columbia Funds’’ of the Fiscal Year 2008 
Proposed Budget and Financial Plan sub-

mitted to the Congress of the United States 
by the District of Columbia on June 7, 2007: 
Provided further, That this amount may be 
increased by proceeds of one-time trans-
actions, which are expended for emergency 
or unanticipated operating or capital needs: 
Provided further, That such increases shall be 
approved by enactment of local District law 
and shall comply with all reserve require-
ments contained in the District of Columbia 
Home Rule Act approved December 24, 1973 
(87 Stat. 777; D.C. Official Code, section 1– 
201.01 et seq.) as amended by this Act: Pro-
vided further, That the Chief Financial Offi-
cer of the District of Columbia shall take 
such steps as are necessary to assure that 
the District of Columbia meets these re-
quirements, including the apportioning by 
the Chief Financial Officer of the appropria-
tions and funds made available to the Dis-
trict during fiscal year 2008, except that the 
Chief Financial Officer may not reprogram 
for operating expenses any funds derived 
from bonds, notes, or other obligations 
issued for capital projects. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘District of 
Columbia Appropriations Act, 2008’’. 

TITLE V 
INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission, including hire 
of passenger motor vehicles, services as au-
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, but at rates for in-
dividuals not to exceed the per diem rate 
equivalent to the maximum rate payable 
under 5 U.S.C. 5376, purchase of nominal 
awards to recognize non-Federal officials’ 
contributions to Commission activities, and 
not to exceed $500 for official reception and 
representation expenses, $66,838,000. 

ELECTION ASSISTANCE COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For necessary expenses to carry out the 

Help America Vote Act of 2002, $15,467,000, of 
which $3,250,000 shall be transferred to the 
National Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology for election reform activities author-
ized under the Help America Vote Act of 
2002. 

ELECTION REFORM PROGRAMS 
For necessary expenses to carry out pro-

grams under the Help America Vote Act of 
2002 (Public Law 107–252), $300,950,000: Pro-
vided, That of the amount appropriated 
under this heading, $300,000,000 shall be avail-
able for requirements payments under sec-
tion 257 of such Act, but only for States that 
file a new State plan under section 253(b)(1) 
of such Act for fiscal year 2008: Provided fur-
ther, That of the amount appropriated under 
this heading, $750,000 shall be available for 
the Help America Vote College Program 
under title V of such Act: Provided further, 
That of the amount appropriated under this 
heading, $200,000 shall be available for the 
National Student and Parent Mock Election 
under part 6 of subtitle D of title II of such 
Act. 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For necessary expenses of the Federal 

Communications Commission, as authorized 
by law, including uniforms and allowances 
therefor, as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 5901–5902; 
not to exceed $4,000 for official reception and 
representation expenses; purchase and hire 
of motor vehicles; special counsel fees; and 
services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, 
$313,000,000: Provided, That offsetting collec-
tions shall be assessed and collected pursu-

ant to section 9 of title I of the Communica-
tions Act of 1934, of which $312,000,000 shall 
be retained and used for necessary expenses 
in this appropriation, and shall remain avail-
able until expended: Provided further, That 
the sum herein appropriated shall be reduced 
as such offsetting collections are received 
during fiscal year 2008 so as to result in a 
final fiscal year 2008 appropriation estimated 
at $1,000,000: Provided further, That any off-
setting collections received in excess of 
$312,000,000 in fiscal year 2008 shall not be 
available for obligation: Provided further, 
That remaining offsetting collections from 
prior years collected in excess of the amount 
specified for collection in each such year and 
otherwise becoming available on October 1, 
2007, shall not be available for obligation: 
Provided further, That notwithstanding 47 
U.S.C. 309(j)(8)(B), proceeds from the use of a 
competitive bidding system that may be re-
tained and made available for obligation 
shall not exceed $85,000,000 for fiscal year 
2008: Provided further, That in addition, not 
to exceed $20,980,000 may be transferred from 
the Universal Service Fund in fiscal year 
2008, to remain available until expended, to 
monitor the Universal Service Fund program 
to prevent and remedy waste, fraud and 
abuse, and to conduct audits and investiga-
tions by the Office of Inspector General. 

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION 
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General in carrying out the provi-
sions of the Inspector General Act of 1978, 
$26,848,000, to be derived from the Deposit In-
surance Fund and the FSLIC Resolution 
Fund. 

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses to carry out the 
provisions of the Federal Election Campaign 
Act of 1971, $59,224,000, of which no less than 
$8,100,000 shall be available for internal auto-
mated data processing systems, and of which 
not to exceed $5,000 shall be available for re-
ception and representation expenses. 

FEDERAL LABOR RELATIONS AUTHORITY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses to carry out func-
tions of the Federal Labor Relations Author-
ity, pursuant to Reorganization Plan Num-
bered 2 of 1978, and the Civil Service Reform 
Act of 1978, including services authorized by 
5 U.S.C. 3109, and including hire of experts 
and consultants, hire of passenger motor ve-
hicles, and rental of conference rooms in the 
District of Columbia and elsewhere, 
$23,641,000: Provided, That public members of 
the Federal Service Impasses Panel may be 
paid travel expenses and per diem in lieu of 
subsistence as authorized by law (5 U.S.C. 
5703) for persons employed intermittently in 
the Government service, and compensation 
as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109: Provided fur-
ther, That notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, 
funds received from fees charged to non-Fed-
eral participants at labor-management rela-
tions conferences shall be credited to and 
merged with this account, to be available 
without further appropriation for the costs 
of carrying out these conferences. 

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Federal 
Trade Commission, including uniforms or al-
lowances therefor, as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 
5901–5902; services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 
3109; hire of passenger motor vehicles; and 
not to exceed $2,000 for official reception and 
representation expenses, $247,489,000, to re-
main available until expended: Provided, 
That not to exceed $300,000 shall be available 
for use to contract with a person or persons 
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for collection services in accordance with 
the terms of 31 U.S.C. 3718: Provided further, 
That, notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, not to exceed $139,000,000 of offsetting 
collections derived from fees collected for 
premerger notification filings under the 
Hart-Scott-Rodino Antitrust Improvements 
Act of 1976 (15 U.S.C. 18a), regardless of the 
year of collection, shall be retained and used 
for necessary expenses in this appropriation: 
Provided further, That, notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, not to exceed 
$20,000,000 in offsetting collections derived 
from fees sufficient to implement and en-
force the Telemarketing Sales Rule, promul-
gated under the Telemarketing and Con-
sumer Fraud and Abuse Prevention Act (15 
U.S.C. 6101 et seq.), shall be credited to this 
account, and be retained and used for nec-
essary expenses in this appropriation: Pro-
vided further, That the sum herein appro-
priated from the general fund shall be re-
duced as such offsetting collections are re-
ceived during fiscal year 2008, so as to result 
in a final fiscal year 2008 appropriation from 
the general fund estimated at not more than 
$88,489,000: Provided further, That none of the 
funds made available to the Federal Trade 
Commission may be used to implement sub-
section (e)(2)(B) of section 43 of the Federal 
Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1831t). 

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

REAL PROPERTY ACTIVITIES 

FEDERAL BUILDINGS FUND 

LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF REVENUE 

For an additional amount to be deposited 
in the Federal Buildings Fund, $88,144,000. 
Amounts in the fund, including the revenues 
and collections deposited into the Fund shall 
be available for necessary expenses of real 
property management and related activities 
not otherwise provided for, including oper-
ation, maintenance, and protection of feder-
ally owned and leased buildings; rental of 
buildings in the District of Columbia; res-
toration of leased premises; moving govern-
mental agencies (including space adjust-
ments and telecommunications relocation 
expenses) in connection with the assignment, 
allocation and transfer of space; contractual 
services incident to cleaning or servicing 
buildings, and moving; repair and alteration 
of federally owned buildings including 
grounds, approaches and appurtenances; care 
and safeguarding of sites; maintenance, pres-
ervation, demolition, and equipment; acqui-
sition of buildings and sites by purchase, 
condemnation, or as otherwise authorized by 
law; acquisition of options to purchase build-
ings and sites; conversion and extension of 
federally owned buildings; preliminary plan-
ning and design of projects by contract or 
otherwise; construction of new buildings (in-
cluding equipment for such buildings); and 
payment of principal, interest, and any other 
obligations for public buildings acquired by 
installment purchase and purchase contract; 
in the aggregate amount of $7,834,612,000, of 
which: (1) $524,540,000 shall remain available 
until expended for construction (including 
funds for sites and expenses and associated 
design and construction services) of addi-
tional projects at the following locations: 

New Construction: 
Arizona: 
San Luis, Land Port of Entry I, $7,053,000. 
California: 
San Ysidro, Land Port of Entry, $37,742,000. 
District of Columbia: 
DHS Consolidation and development of St. 

Elizabeths campus, $275,133,000. 
St. Elizabeths West Campus Infrastruc-

ture, $20,572,000. 
St. Elizabeths West Campus Site Acquisi-

tion, $7,000,000. 
Maine: 

Madawaska, Land Port of Entry, 
$17,160,000. 

Maryland: 
Montgomery County, Food and Drug Ad-

ministration Consolidation, $57,749,000. 
Minnesota: 
Warroad, Land Port of Entry, $43,628,000. 
New York: 
Alexandria Bay, Land Port of Entry, 

$11,676,000. 
Texas: 
El Paso, Tronillo-Guadalupe Land Port of 

Entry, $4,290,000. 
Vermont: 
Derby Line, Land Port of Entry, $33,139,000. 
Nonprospectus Construction, $9,398,000: 

Provided, That each of the foregoing limits of 
costs on new construction projects may be 
exceeded to the extent that savings are ef-
fected in other such projects, but not to ex-
ceed 10 percent of the amounts included in 
an approved prospectus, if required, unless 
advance approval is obtained from the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of a greater 
amount: Provided further, That all funds for 
direct construction projects shall expire on 
September 30, 2009, and remain in the Fed-
eral Buildings Fund except for funds for 
projects as to which funds for design or other 
funds have been obligated in whole or in part 
prior to such date; (2) $733,267,000 shall re-
main available until expended for repairs 
and alterations, which includes associated 
design and construction services: 

Repairs and Alterations: 
District of Columbia: 
Eisenhower Executive Office Building, 

Phase III, $172,279,000. 
Joint Operations Center, $12,800,000. 
Nebraska Avenue Complex, $27,673,000. 
Nevada: 
Reno, C. Clifton Young Federal Building 

and Courthouse, $12,793,000. 
New York: 
New York, Thurgood Marshall United 

States Courthouse, $170,544,000. 
West Virginia: 
Martinsburg, Internal Revenue Service En-

terprise Computing Center, $35,822,000. 
Special Emphasis Programs: 
Energy Program, $15,000,000. 
Design Program, $7,372,000. 
Basic Repairs and Alterations, $278,984,000: 

Provided further, That funds made available 
in this or any previous Act in the Federal 
Buildings Fund for Repairs and Alterations 
shall, for prospectus projects, be limited to 
the amount identified for each project, ex-
cept each project in this or any previous Act 
may be increased by an amount not to ex-
ceed 10 percent unless advance approval is 
obtained from the Committees on Appropria-
tions of a greater amount: Provided further, 
That additional projects for which 
prospectuses have been fully approved may 
be funded under this category only if ad-
vance approval is obtained from the Commit-
tees on Appropriations: Provided further, 
That the amounts provided in this or any 
prior Act for ‘‘Repairs and Alterations’’ may 
be used to fund costs associated with imple-
menting security improvements to buildings 
necessary to meet the minimum standards 
for security in accordance with current law 
and in compliance with the reprogramming 
guidelines of the appropriate Committees of 
the House and Senate: Provided further, That 
the difference between the funds appro-
priated and expended on any projects in this 
or any prior Act, under the heading ‘‘Repairs 
and Alterations’’, may be transferred to 
Basic Repairs and Alterations or used to 
fund authorized increases in prospectus 
projects: Provided further, That all funds for 
repairs and alterations prospectus projects 
shall expire on September 30, 2009, and re-
main in the Federal Buildings Fund except 
funds for projects as to which funds for de-

sign or other funds have been obligated in 
whole or in part prior to such date: Provided 
further, That the amount provided in this or 
any prior Act for Basic Repairs and Alter-
ations may be used to pay claims against the 
Government arising from any projects under 
the heading ‘‘Repairs and Alterations’’ or 
used to fund authorized increases in pro-
spectus projects; (3) $155,781,000 for install-
ment acquisition payments including pay-
ments on purchase contracts which shall re-
main available until expended; (4) 
$4,315,534,000 for rental of space which shall 
remain available until expended; and (5) 
$2,105,490,000 for building operations which 
shall remain available until expended: Pro-
vided further, That funds available to the 
General Services Administration shall not be 
available for expenses of any construction, 
repair, alteration and acquisition project for 
which a prospectus, if required by the Public 
Buildings Act of 1959, as amended, has not 
been approved, except that necessary funds 
may be expended for each project for re-
quired expenses for the development of a pro-
posed prospectus: Provided further, That 
funds available in the Federal Buildings 
Fund may be expended for emergency repairs 
when advance approval is obtained from the 
Committees on Appropriations: Provided fur-
ther, That amounts necessary to provide re-
imbursable special services to other agencies 
under section 210(f)(6) of the Federal Prop-
erty and Administrative Services Act of 1949, 
as amended (40 U.S.C. 592(b)(2)) and amounts 
to provide such reimbursable fencing, light-
ing, guard booths, and other facilities on pri-
vate or other property not in Government 
ownership or control as may be appropriate 
to enable the United States Secret Service to 
perform its protective functions pursuant to 
18 U.S.C. 3056, shall be available from such 
revenues and collections: Provided further, 
That revenues and collections and any other 
sums accruing to this Fund during fiscal 
year 2008, excluding reimbursements under 
section 210(f)(6) of the Federal Property and 
Administrative Services Act of 1949 (40 
U.S.C. 592(b)(2)) in excess of the aggregate 
new obligational authority authorized for 
Real Property Activities of the Federal 
Buildings Fund in this Act shall remain in 
the Fund and shall not be available for ex-
penditure except as authorized in appropria-
tions Acts. 

GENERAL ACTIVITIES 
POLICY AND OPERATIONS 

For expenses authorized by law, not other-
wise provided for, for Government-wide pol-
icy and evaluation activities associated with 
the management of real and personal prop-
erty assets and certain administrative serv-
ices; Government-wide policy support re-
sponsibilities relating to acquisition, tele-
communications, information technology 
management, and related technology activi-
ties; Government-wide activities associated 
with utilization and donation of surplus per-
sonal property; disposal of real property; 
providing Internet access to Federal infor-
mation and services; agency-wide policy di-
rection and management; the Civilian Board 
of Contract Appeals; services as authorized 
by 5 U.S.C. 3109; and not to exceed $7,500 for 
official reception and representation ex-
penses; $142,945,000, of which $44,984,000 is for 
the Office of Government-Wide Policy: Pro-
vided, That any change in the amount speci-
fied herein for the Office of Government- 
Wide Policy may only be made 15 days fol-
lowing approval of the Committees on Ap-
propriations. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. CARDOZA 
Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:57 Jun 28, 2007 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00101 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A27JN7.108 H27JNPT1cn
oe

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

_C
N



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7308 June 27, 2007 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 4 offered by Mr. CARDOZA: 
Page 65, line 17, insert after the first dollar 

amount ‘‘(reduced by $14,295,000)’’. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order is 
reserved. 

Pursuant to the order of the House of 
today, the gentleman from California 
(Mr. CARDOZA) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
to withdraw the amendment that I just 
brought forward. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
the amendment is withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CARDOZA 

Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. CARDOZA: 
Page 65, line 17, insert after the first dollar 

amount ‘‘(reduced by $8,000,000)’’. 
Page 65, line 25, insert after the first dollar 

amount ‘‘(increased by $6,000,000)’’. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
order of the House of today, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CARDOZA) 
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Chairman, short-
ly into my tenure as a Member of Con-
gress in 2003 the General Services Ad-
ministration, the GSA, notified me 
that my office space at the Bell Sta-
tion in Merced, California, which I 
shared with the post office and the IRS 
would no longer be available for lease. 

My office was in an historic building, 
and, most importantly, I was conven-
iently located downtown for my con-
stituents. Despite my vigorous pro-
tests, I was literally kicked out of the 
Federal building. 

If that wasn’t enough of a slap in the 
face to my constituents and myself, 2 
years later the GSA declared the Bell 
Station post office to be surplus prop-
erty. The GSA closed the post office 
with no rhyme or reason and started to 
dispose of it, with no community input 
and no plan to replace our post office. 

The GSA’s handling of this situation 
was deplorable. The GSA turned a deaf 
ear to my constituents and ignored the 
needs of a local community. 

In my 41⁄2 years in Congress, nothing 
has elicited as many phone calls and 
letters and editorials to my local paper 
than the GSA’s handling of post office 
closure in my hometown. 

The GSA’s blatant disregard for a 
community’s needs hasn’t only oc-
curred in my district. This has been re-
peated with reckless abandon in dis-
tricts across the country. 

Make no mistake about it. This can 
happen to any Member of this Con-

gress, and every community across 
America is at risk. 

Three local entities in my home 
county attempted to obtain a historic 
building from GSA for public benefit 
use. 

However, in the blink of an eye, and 
without advance notice to the appli-
cants, the GSA reversed course. The 
GSA indicated it would put the build-
ing out for public auction and sell it to 
the highest bidder. 

I have confirmed with the GSA ex-
perts that the GSA’s activities are not 
only inconsistent with its mission, but 
are also well outside proper protocol. 

I have made countless efforts to work 
with the GSA to rectify this situation 
in my district so that local commu-
nities can obtain the building. My re-
peated requests have been ignored. The 
GSA even refused to respond to a sim-
ple letter I wrote until I submitted 
amendments to this bill that would cut 
the GSA budget by 10 percent. 

After panic set in at GSA, GSA sent 
a useless response that doesn’t address 
a single one of my concerns, and leaves 
just enough wiggle room to back out of 
any promise of working with the origi-
nal applicants. The GSA then delivered 
to a letter to other Capitol Hill offices, 
not to my own. When I was told that 
GSA representatives were in the Can-
non Building today, they didn’t even 
have the common courtesy to speak to 
me or my staff. 

Mr. Chairman, this reeks of mis-
management. It shows a lack of over-
sight and accountability at GSA. 

My amendment is very simple. It pro-
vides an additional $6 million to GSA’s 
Office of the Inspector General. It is 
paid for by cutting the GSA’s policy 
and operations account, including the 
Office of the Administrator and the Of-
fice of Congressional and Intergovern-
mental Affairs. 

b 2215 
The Inspector General will ensure 

that the agency is operating in the best 
interest of taxpayers and is not be-
holden to the political process or to 
special interests. 

It is absolutely critical that the In-
spector General’s office has the tools 
and resources it needs to hold the agen-
cy accountable for its actions. And it is 
critical that we, as Members of Con-
gress, ensure that government is meet-
ing the needs of our communities. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to sup-
port the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Ohio is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Chairman, I agree 
with the gentleman that the Office of 
Inspector General at the GSA needs 
adequate funds to operate. But, Chair-
man SERRANO’s mark provided a level 
of funds that is both responsible and 
sufficient for the OIG. 

In the fiscal year 2007 continuing res-
olution, the Congress provided $6 mil-

lion in additional funds to the OIG. 
They were not able to spend these 
funds in the fiscal year, and have asked 
for the authority to assess them in fis-
cal year 2008. This authority has been 
granted by the committee. 

Chairman SERRANO has made funding 
the Office of Inspector General and the 
other oversight offices one of his high-
est priorities in this bill. I commend 
him for his work, and oppose this at-
tempt to change the committee mark. 

I question the ability of the OIG to 
spend these additional funds this year, 
and I reiterate the fact that this was 
taken care of in the previous legisla-
tion. Therefore, I urge the defeat of 
this amendment. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I un-
derstand that the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CARDOZA) will agree to not 
offer his other amendment, which 
would call for deeper cuts to the ac-
count, if this one is agreed to. 

I yield to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia. 

Mr. CARDOZA. The gentleman from 
New York is correct. I will be happy to 
withdraw my other amendment if, in 
fact, we adopt this amendment that is 
more acceptable to the committee. 

Mr. SERRANO. In that case, Mr. 
Chairman, I have no objection to this 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment as offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CARDOZA). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I demand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California will be post-
poned. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
For necessary expenses of the Office of In-

spector General and service authorized by 5 
U.S.C. 3109, $47,382,000: Provided, That not to 
exceed $15,000 shall be available for payment 
for information and detection of fraud 
against the Government, including payment 
for recovery of stolen Government property: 
Provided further, That not to exceed $2,500 
shall be available for awards to employees of 
other Federal agencies and private citizens 
in recognition of efforts and initiatives re-
sulting in enhanced Office of Inspector Gen-
eral effectiveness. 

ELECTRONIC GOVERNMENT FUND 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses in support of inter-
agency projects that enable the Federal Gov-
ernment to expand its ability to conduct ac-
tivities electronically, through the develop-
ment and implementation of innovative uses 
of the Internet and other electronic methods, 
$2,970,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That these funds may be 
transferred to Federal agencies to carry out 
the purposes of the Fund: Provided further, 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 06:04 Jun 28, 2007 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00102 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K27JN7.235 H27JNPT1cn
oe

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

_C
N



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7309 June 27, 2007 
That this transfer authority shall be in addi-
tion to any other transfer authority provided 
in this Act: Provided further, That such 
transfers may not be made until 10 days 
after a proposed spending plan and justifica-
tion for each project to be undertaken has 
been submitted to the Committees on Appro-
priations. 

ALLOWANCES AND OFFICE STAFF FOR FORMER 
PRESIDENTS 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For carrying out the provisions of the Act 

of August 25, 1958 (3 U.S.C. 102 note), and 
Public Law 95–138, $2,500,000: Provided, That 
the Administrator of General Services shall 
transfer to the Secretary of the Treasury 
such sums as may be necessary to carry out 
the provisions of such Acts. 

FEDERAL CITIZEN INFORMATION CENTER FUND 
For necessary expenses of the Federal Cit-

izen Information Center, including services 
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, $15,798,000, to be 
deposited into the Federal Citizen Informa-
tion Center Fund: Provided, That the appro-
priations, revenues, and collections depos-
ited into the Fund shall be available for nec-
essary expenses of Federal Citizen Informa-
tion Center activities in the aggregate 
amount not to exceed $35,000,000: Provided 
further, That appropriations, revenues, and 
collections accruing to this Fund during fis-
cal year 2008 in excess of such amount shall 
remain in the Fund and shall not be avail-
able for expenditure except as authorized in 
appropriations Acts. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—GENERAL 
SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 501. The appropriate appropriation or 

fund available to the General Services Ad-
ministration shall be credited with the cost 
of operation, protection, maintenance, up-
keep, repair, and improvement, included as 
part of rentals received from Government 
corporations pursuant to law (40 U.S.C. 129). 

SEC. 502. Funds available to the General 
Services Administration shall be available 
for the hire of passenger motor vehicles. 

SEC. 503. Funds in the Federal Buildings 
Fund made available for fiscal year 2008 for 
Federal Buildings Fund activities may be 
transferred between such activities only to 
the extent necessary to meet program re-
quirements: Provided, That any proposed 
transfers shall be approved in advance by the 
Committees on Appropriations. 

SEC. 504. Except as otherwise provided in 
this title, no funds made available by this 
Act shall be used to transmit a fiscal year 
2009 request for United States Courthouse 
construction that: (1) does not meet the de-
sign guide standards for construction as es-
tablished and approved by the General Serv-
ices Administration, the Judicial Conference 
of the United States, and the Office of Man-
agement and Budget; and (2) does not reflect 
the priorities of the Judicial Conference of 
the United States as set out in its approved 
5-year construction plan: Provided, That the 
fiscal year 2009 request must be accompanied 
by a standardized courtroom utilization 
study of each facility to be constructed, re-
placed, or expanded. 

SEC. 505. None of the funds provided in this 
Act may be used to increase the amount of 
occupiable square feet, provide cleaning 
services, security enhancements, or any 
other service usually provided through the 
Federal Buildings Fund, to any agency that 
does not pay the rate per square foot assess-
ment for space and services as determined by 
the General Services Administration in com-
pliance with the Public Buildings Amend-
ments Act of 1972 (Public Law 92–313). 

SEC. 506. From funds made available under 
the heading ‘‘Federal Buildings Fund, Limi-

tations on Availability of Revenue’’, claims 
against the Government of less than $250,000 
arising from direct construction projects and 
acquisition of buildings may be liquidated 
from savings effected in other construction 
projects with prior notification to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations. 

MERIT SYSTEMS PROTECTION BOARD 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For necessary expenses to carry out func-

tions of the Merit Systems Protection Board 
pursuant to Reorganization Plan Numbered 2 
of 1978, the Civil Service Reform Act of 1978, 
and the Whistleblower Protection Act of 1989 
(5 U.S.C. 5509 note), including services as au-
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, rental of conference 
rooms in the District of Columbia and else-
where, hire of passenger motor vehicles, di-
rect procurement of survey printing, and not 
to exceed $2,000 for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses, $37,507,000, together 
with not to exceed $2,579,000 for administra-
tive expenses to adjudicate retirement ap-
peals to be transferred from the Civil Service 
Retirement and Disability Fund in amounts 
determined by the Merit Systems Protection 
Board. 
MORRIS K. UDALL SCHOLARSHIP AND EXCEL-

LENCE IN NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY 
FOUNDATION 

MORRIS K. UDALL SCHOLARSHIP AND EXCEL-
LENCE IN NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY 
TRUST FUND 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For payment to the Morris K. Udall Schol-

arship and Excellence in National Environ-
mental Policy Trust Fund, pursuant to the 
Morris K. Udall Scholarship and Excellence 
in National Environmental and Native 
American Public Policy Act of 1992 (20 U.S.C. 
5601 et seq.), $2,000,000, to remain available 
until expended, of which up to $50,000 shall 
be used to conduct financial audits pursuant 
to the Accountability of Tax Dollars Act of 
2002 (Public Law 107–289) notwithstanding 
sections 8 and 9 of Public Law 102–259: Pro-
vided, That up to 60 percent of such funds 
may be transferred by the Morris K. Udall 
Scholarship and Excellence in National En-
vironmental Policy Foundation for the nec-
essary expenses of the Native Nations Insti-
tute. 

ENVIRONMENTAL DISPUTE RESOLUTION FUND 
For payment to the Environmental Dis-

pute Resolution Fund to carry out activities 
authorized in the Environmental Policy and 
Conflict Resolution Act of 1998, $2,000,000, to 
remain available until expended. 

NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND RECORDS 
ADMINISTRATION 

OPERATING EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses in connection with 

the administration of the National Archives 
and Records Administration (including the 
Information Security Oversight Office) and 
archived Federal records and related activi-
ties, as provided by law, and for expenses 
necessary for the review and declassification 
of documents and the activities of the Public 
Interest Declassification Board, and for the 
hire of passenger motor vehicles, $315,000,000: 
Provided, That the Archivist of the United 
States is authorized to use any excess funds 
available from the amount borrowed for con-
struction of the National Archives facility, 
for expenses necessary to provide adequate 
storage for holdings. 

ELECTRONIC RECORDS ARCHIVES 
For necessary expenses in connection with 

the development of the electronic records ar-
chives, to include all direct project costs as-
sociated with research, analysis, design, de-
velopment, and program management, 

$58,028,000, of which $38,315,000 shall remain 
available until September 30, 2009: Provided, 
That none of the multiyear funds may be ob-
ligated until the National Archives and 
Records Administration submits to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations, and such Com-
mittees approve, a plan for expenditure that: 
(1) meets the capital planning and invest-
ment control review requirements estab-
lished by the Office of Management and 
Budget, including Circular A–11; (2) complies 
with the National Archives and Records Ad-
ministration’s enterprise architecture; (3) 
conforms with the National Archives and 
Records Administration’s enterprise life 
cycle methodology; (4) is approved by the 
National Archives and Records Administra-
tion and the Office of Management and Budg-
et; (5) has been reviewed by the Government 
Accountability Office; and (6) complies with 
the acquisition rules, requirements, guide-
lines, and systems acquisition management 
practices of the Federal Government. 

REPAIRS AND RESTORATION 
For the repair, alteration, and improve-

ment of archives facilities, and to provide 
adequate storage for holdings, $16,095,000, to 
remain available until expended. 

NATIONAL HISTORICAL PUBLICATIONS AND 
RECORDS COMMISSION 

GRANTS PROGRAM 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses for allocations and 
grants for historical publications and records 
as authorized by 44 U.S.C. 2504, $10,000,000, to 
remain available until expended: Provided, 
That of the funds provided in this paragraph, 
$2,000,000 shall be transferred to the oper-
ating expenses account for operating ex-
penses of the National Historical Publica-
tions and Records Administration. 

NATIONAL CREDIT UNION ADMINISTRATION 
CENTRAL LIQUIDITY FACILITY 

During fiscal year 2008, gross obligations of 
the Central Liquidity Facility for the prin-
cipal amount of new direct loans to member 
credit unions, as authorized by 12 U.S.C. 1795 
et seq., shall not exceed $1,500,000,000: Pro-
vided, That administrative expenses of the 
Central Liquidity Facility in fiscal year 2008 
shall not exceed $329,000. 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CREDIT UNION 
REVOLVING LOAN FUND 

For the Community Development Revolv-
ing Loan Fund program as authorized by 42 
U.S.C. 9812, 9822 and 9910, $1,000,000 shall be 
available until September 30, 2009 for tech-
nical assistance to low-income designated 
credit unions. 

OFFICE OF GOVERNMENT ETHICS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses to carry out func-
tions of the Office of Government Ethics pur-
suant to the Ethics in Government Act of 
1978 and the Ethics Reform Act of 1989, in-
cluding services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 
3109, rental of conference rooms in the Dis-
trict of Columbia and elsewhere, hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles, and not to exceed 
$1,500 for official reception and representa-
tion expenses, $11,750,000. 

OFFICE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF TRUST FUNDS) 
For necessary expenses to carry out func-

tions of the Office of Personnel Management 
pursuant to Reorganization Plan Numbered 2 
of 1978 and the Civil Service Reform Act of 
1978, including services as authorized by 5 
U.S.C. 3109; medical examinations performed 
for veterans by private physicians on a fee 
basis; rental of conference rooms in the Dis-
trict of Columbia and elsewhere; hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles; not to exceed $2,500 
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for official reception and representation ex-
penses; advances for reimbursements to ap-
plicable funds of the Office of Personnel 
Management and the Federal Bureau of In-
vestigation for expenses incurred under Ex-
ecutive Order No. 10422 of January 9, 1953, as 
amended; and payment of per diem and/or 
subsistence allowances to employees where 
Voting Rights Act activities require an em-
ployee to remain overnight at his or her post 
of duty, $101,765,000, of which $5,991,000 shall 
remain available until expended for the En-
terprise Human Resources Integration 
project; $1,351,000 shall remain available 
until expended for the Human Resources 
Line of Business project; $340,000 shall re-
main available until expended for the E-Pay-
roll project; and $170,000 shall remain avail-
able until expended for the E-Training pro-
gram; and in addition, $123,401,000 for admin-
istrative expenses, to be transferred from the 
appropriate trust funds of the Office of Per-
sonnel Management without regard to other 
statutes, including direct procurement of 
printed materials, for the retirement and in-
surance programs, of which $26,465,000 shall 
remain available until expended for the cost 
of automating the retirement recordkeeping 
systems: Provided, That the provisions of 
this appropriation shall not affect the au-
thority to use applicable trust funds as pro-
vided by sections 8348(a)(1)(B), and 
9004(f)(2)(A) of title 5, United States Code: 
Provided further, That no part of this appro-
priation shall be available for salaries and 
expenses of the Legal Examining Unit of the 
Office of Personnel Management established 
pursuant to Executive Order No. 9358 of July 
1, 1943, or any successor unit of like purpose: 
Provided further, That the President’s Com-
mission on White House Fellows, established 
by Executive Order No. 11183 of October 3, 
1964, may, during fiscal year 2008, accept do-
nations of money, property, and personal 
services: Provided further, That such dona-
tions, including those from prior years, may 
be used for the development of publicity ma-
terials to provide information about the 
White House Fellows, except that no such 
donations shall be accepted for travel or re-
imbursement of travel expenses, or for the 
salaries of employees of such Commission. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF TRUST FUNDS) 
For necessary expenses of the Office of In-

spector General in carrying out the provi-
sions of the Inspector General Act of 1978, in-
cluding services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 
3109, hire of passenger motor vehicles, 
$1,519,000, and in addition, not to exceed 
$16,981,000 for administrative expenses to 
audit, investigate, and provide other over-
sight of the Office of Personnel Manage-
ment’s retirement and insurance programs, 
to be transferred from the appropriate trust 
funds of the Office of Personnel Manage-
ment, as determined by the Inspector Gen-
eral: Provided, That the Inspector General is 
authorized to rent conference rooms in the 
District of Columbia and elsewhere. 

GOVERNMENT PAYMENT FOR ANNUITANTS, 
EMPLOYEES HEALTH BENEFITS 

For payment of Government contributions 
with respect to retired employees, as author-
ized by chapter 89 of title 5, United States 
Code, and the Retired Federal Employees 
Health Benefits Act (74 Stat. 849), such sums 
as may be necessary. 

GOVERNMENT PAYMENT FOR ANNUITANTS, 
EMPLOYEE LIFE INSURANCE 

For payment of Government contributions 
with respect to employees retiring after De-
cember 31, 1989, as required by chapter 87 of 
title 5, United States Code, such sums as 
may be necessary. 

PAYMENT TO CIVIL SERVICE RETIREMENT AND 
DISABILITY FUND 

For financing the unfunded liability of new 
and increased annuity benefits becoming ef-
fective on or after October 20, 1969, as au-
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 8348, and annuities under 
special Acts to be credited to the Civil Serv-
ice Retirement and Disability Fund, such 
sums as may be necessary: Provided, That an-
nuities authorized by the Act of May 29, 1944, 
and the Act of August 19, 1950 (33 U.S.C. 771– 
775), may hereafter be paid out of the Civil 
Service Retirement and Disability Fund. 

OFFICE OF SPECIAL COUNSEL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses to carry out func-
tions of the Office of Special Counsel pursu-
ant to Reorganization Plan Numbered 2 of 
1978, the Civil Service Reform Act of 1978 
(Public Law 95–454), the Whistleblower Pro-
tection Act of 1989 (Public Law 101–12), Pub-
lic Law 107–304, and the Uniformed Services 
Employment and Reemployment Act of 1994 
(Public Law 103–353), including services as 
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, payment of fees 
and expenses for witnesses, rental of con-
ference rooms in the District of Columbia 
and elsewhere, and hire of passenger motor 
vehicles; $16,368,000. 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses for the Securities 
and Exchange Commission, including serv-
ices as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, the rental 
of space (to include multiple year leases) in 
the District of Columbia and elsewhere, and 
not to exceed $3,500 for official reception and 
representation expenses, $908,442,000, to re-
main available until expended; of which not 
to exceed $20,000 may be used toward funding 
a permanent secretariat for the Inter-
national Organization of Securities Commis-
sions; and of which not to exceed $100,000 
shall be available for expenses for consulta-
tions and meetings hosted by the Commis-
sion with foreign governmental and other 
regulatory officials, members of their dele-
gations, appropriate representatives and 
staff to exchange views concerning develop-
ments relating to securities matters, devel-
opment and implementation of cooperation 
agreements concerning securities matters 
and provision of technical assistance for the 
development of foreign securities markets, 
such expenses to include necessary logistic 
and administrative expenses and the ex-
penses of Commission staff and foreign 
invitees in attendance at such consultations 
and meetings including: (1) such incidental 
expenses as meals taken in the course of 
such attendance; (2) any travel and transpor-
tation to or from such meetings; and (3) any 
other related lodging or subsistence: Pro-
vided, That fees and charges authorized by 
sections 6(b) of the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1933 (15 U.S.C. 77f(b)), and 13(e), 14(g) and 
31 of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (15 
U.S.C. 78m(e), 78n(g), and 78ee), shall be cred-
ited to this account as offsetting collections: 
Provided further, That not to exceed 
$867,045,000 of such offsetting collections 
shall be available until expended for nec-
essary expenses of this account: Provided fur-
ther, That $41,397,000 shall be derived from 
prior year unobligated balances from funds 
previously appropriated to the Securities 
and Exchange Commission: Provided further, 
That the total amount appropriated under 
this heading from the general fund for fiscal 
year 2008 shall be reduced as such offsetting 
fees are received so as to result in a final 
total fiscal year 2008 appropriation from the 
general fund estimated at not more than $0. 

SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Selective 
Service System, including expenses of at-

tendance at meetings and of training for uni-
formed personnel assigned to the Selective 
Service System, as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 
4101–4118 for civilian employees; purchase of 
uniforms, or allowances therefor, as author-
ized by 5 U.S.C. 5901–5902; hire of passenger 
motor vehicles; services as authorized by 5 
U.S.C. 3109; and not to exceed $750 for official 
reception and representation expenses; 
$22,000,000: Provided, That none of the funds 
appropriated by this Act may be expended 
for or in connection with the induction of 
any person into the Armed Forces of the 
United States. 

AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. DEFAZIO 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 8 offered by Mr. DEFAZIO: 
Page 80, line 23, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000)’’. 
Page 81, line 10, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
order of the House of today, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) and 
a Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Oregon. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. My amendment pre-
sents the Members with a very simple 
choice: Do we want to continue to fund 
a government agency whose mission is 
obsolete, and whose expertise the 
President, the Pentagon and the House 
have all said will never be called upon, 
or do you want to fund a program that 
has a presence in every State in the 
Union and the territories, and helps 
small businesses, creates jobs and re-
turns $2.82 in Federal revenue for every 
dollar invested? 

Seems a simple choice to me. Per-
haps not, but we’ll see when we get to 
the vote. 

Thirty years ago Jimmy Carter cre-
ated and reactivated the Selective 
Service System. Now, he said this was 
symbolic, to send a message to the So-
viet Union which had invaded Afghani-
stan. Well, today the United States of 
America is in Afghanistan in pursuit of 
the Taliban and al Qaeda and attempt-
ing to pacify that country. Surely that 
symbolism is no longer needed. 

No one, no one in this House, two 
people, in fact, the last time we voted, 
said they wanted to reinstitute the 
draft. No one downtown at the admin-
istration says they want to reinstitute 
the draft. No one at the Pentagon says, 
under any scenario, that they envision 
reinstituting the draft. They prefer the 
All-Volunteer Force. 

So if we were to transfer $10 million 
from this obsolete, Cold War, symbolic 
bureaucracy which has no function in 
today’s society, in today’s world, and is 
not necessary for today’s readiness, we 
could create tens of thousands of jobs 
across America and assist small busi-
nesses to begin to create even more 
jobs. 

I believe it’s a very simple choice: $10 
million from Selective Service, and add 
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$10 million to the SBDC. The Congres-
sional Budget Office says it’s budget- 
neutral. There are 1,100 SBDC offices, 
all 50 States, DC., Puerto Rico, Guam, 
American Samoa and the U.S. Virgin 
Islands. They’re a collaborative effort. 
This is not a bureaucracy. This is not 
dumping money into the maw of Wash-
ington, DC. 

State, local governments, the private 
sector and education community serve 
more than 1.3 million small businesses 
and aspiring entrepreneurs a year. 
Every Federal dollar, as I said earlier, 
invested in Small Business Develop-
ment Corporations yields $2.82 in addi-
tional revenue to the Treasury. A new 
business is opened by an SBDC in-depth 
client every 33 minutes in the United 
States of America. Our entrepreneurs 
need this help. 

Similarly, these clients create a new 
job every 7 minutes and generate 
$100,000 in sales every 9 minutes. What 
a great return on a Federal invest-
ment, to help American entrepreneurs 
put people to work in this country and 
make us competitive in the inter-
national community. 

In my home State of Oregon, the 
SBDC has created 3,300 new jobs, gen-
erated new wages of more than $53 mil-
lion. The SBDC has served more than 
6,000 small businesses in Oregon alone. 
Across the Nation those numbers are 
obviously much larger. 

The Association of Small Business 
Development Centers requested fund-
ing of $110 million for SBDCs for fiscal 
year 2008. That would essentially pro-
vide a catch-up for all the years in 
which their budget was restrained or 
cut by the previous Congress and the 
administration. That could create 
110,000 new jobs, save an additional 
110,000 jobs, and make $11.7 billion in 
new sales, preserve $8.4 billion in exist-
ing sales, and obtain $4.5 billion in fi-
nancing to grow businesses, and gen-
erate $310 million in new Federal reve-
nues for economic growth. 

This, I believe, is a great investment 
in America. We do not need to continue 
dumping maw down the bureaucracy of 
the Selective Service System. They’ve 
been incompetent since day 1. Commer-
cial databases could better provide the 
data we need if ever a draft were need-
ed. And even if a draft were needed, 
guess what? We have no training capac-
ity, so the people who were drafted 
would have to wait 6 months to a year 
in any case. 

So we don’t need an active, on-the- 
edge Selective Service System in this 
country for a draft that no longer ex-
ists and only two Members of the pre-
vious Congress thought should exist. 

I believe this is a commonsense 
amendment. Put Selective Service in 
deep stand-by and help the Small Busi-
ness Development Corporation live up 
to its full potential creating jobs and 
economic potential for this country. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 

from New York seek time in opposi-
tion? 

Mr. SERRANO. Yes, I do. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

in opposition to this amendment. De-
creasing funding to the Selective Serv-
ice by $10 million would effectively 
shut down the agency, and we need to 
understand that. Regardless of how you 
feel about this issue, the effect would 
be to shut down the agency. 

Now, everyone know that I’m no fan 
of this war. With my votes that’s been 
made clear. But we must recognize the 
value of the Selective Service as an in-
expensive insurance plan to back up 
our Active Duty and Reserve Armed 
Forces. We have a war going on, and we 
have to have in place many institu-
tions, if you will, and programs that 
will, at any moment’s notice, respond 
to a congressional call for a draft or 
any other involvement. 

Now, there’s also something that we 
need to understand here. The gen-
tleman wants to take $10 million and 
give it to the Small Business Adminis-
tration. I think it’s important to note 
first that prior to full committee 
markup, we had already increased the 
Small Business Administration by $40 
million. That was above the Presi-
dent’s request. In full markup we added 
another $80 million to the Small Busi-
ness Administration. 

b 2230 

So right now they are at $120 million 
above the President’s request and addi-
tional dollars that were brought to 
light during this whole procedure. 

So to send it over to small business is 
not only an interesting statement be-
cause it is a way to get support for 
something that may be unpopular like 
a draft, but the fact of life is that there 
probably could have been another 20 
agencies that one could have selected 
to send money to if that was the point. 

So I think that, number one, the 
Small Business Administration has 
been taken care of very well in this 
bill. Number two, there is no need and 
there should be no desire to cripple the 
Selective Service Administration, and 
for that reason, I would hope that our 
colleagues would vote against this 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the in-
tent of this amendment, and in the 
past I have often considered voting for 
it. But I have a far different attitude 
now than I had in the past because of 
the Iraqi War. 

The fact is that we have no sustained 
demonstrations in the streets against 
Iraq, and, in my view, largely that is 
not occurring because we have no 
draft. And we have no draft because the 
country has settled into a comfortable 
acceptance of the idea that a precious 
few people, namely those in the regular 
Armed Forces of the country and those 
in the Guard and Reserves, should be 

the only people in our society who are 
at risk in this stupid and fruitless war. 
And I just cannot abide that. 

I have said many times on this floor 
that I think it is outrageous that there 
is no sense of shared sacrifice about 
this war. We ask our Guard and Re-
serve personnel to return to Iraq and 
Afghanistan time and time and time 
again. And yet of the rest of society we 
ask nothing except to worry about 
Paris Hilton and to worry about who 
wins the Super Bowl, and, oh, yes, if 
you are a millionaire, we are going to 
spend $57 billion this year giving you a 
tax cut. That is really some sense of 
shared sacrifice. 

And so I just cannot bring myself to 
vote for this amendment, though it 
might make sense on the numbers, be-
cause I think it would be a symbolic 
act which would send to the country 
yet another signal that the only people 
we expect to bear any burden for this 
stupid, outrageous, lied-to-get-into war 
are those in the military. And I just 
think that is wrong. I know that is not 
the gentleman’s intent, but I think 
that is the practical signal that we 
send. 

So I cannot vote for this amendment. 
I did not even want to speak against it, 
but this war bugs me a lot and the 
total lack of the willingness of this so-
ciety to face the inordinate costs which 
we are laying on military families bugs 
me a whole lot more. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the balance of my time to the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. REGULA). 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Chairman, I just 
want to quote from former President 
Clinton in a 1994 letter to Congress, 
where he said, and I agree: ‘‘Maintain-
ing the Selective Service provides a 
hedge against unforeseen threats.’’ 

And I also agree with the gentleman 
from Wisconsin that this is not the 
time, and I certainly urge my col-
leagues to oppose this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. 
ALTMIRE). The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Oregon will be 
postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-
vided for, of the Small Business Administra-
tion as authorized by Public Law 108–447, in-
cluding hire of passenger motor vehicles as 
authorized by 31 U.S.C. 1343 and 1344, and not 
to exceed $3,500 for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses, $346,553,000: Provided, 
That the Administrator is authorized to 
charge fees to cover the cost of publications 
developed by the Small Business Administra-
tion, and certain loan program activities, in-
cluding fees authorized by section 5(b) of the 
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Small Business Act: Provided further, That, 
notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, revenues re-
ceived from all such activities shall be cred-
ited to this account, to remain available 
until expended, to be available for carrying 
out these purposes without further appro-
priations. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General in carrying out the provi-
sions of the Inspector General Act of 1978, 
$15,000,000. 

SURETY BOND GUARANTEES REVOLVING FUND 

For additional capital for the Surety Bond 
Guarantees Revolving Fund, authorized by 
the Small Business Investment Act of 1958, 
$3,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

BUSINESS LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For the cost of direct loans, $2,530,000, to 
remain available until expended; and for the 
cost of guaranteed loans, $80,000,000: Pro-
vided, That such costs, including the cost of 
modifying such loans, shall be as defined in 
section 502 of the Congressional Budget Act 
of 1974: Provided further, That subject to sec-
tion 502 of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974, during fiscal year 2008 commitments to 
guarantee loans under section 503 of the 
Small Business Investment Act of 1958, shall 
not exceed $7,500,000,000: Provided further, 
That during fiscal year 2008 commitments 
for general business loans authorized under 
section 7(a) of the Small Business Act, shall 
not exceed $17,500,000,000: Provided further, 
That during fiscal year 2008 commitments to 
guarantee loans for debentures under section 
303(b) of the Small Business Investment Act 
of 1958, shall not exceed $3,000,000,000: Pro-
vided further, That during fiscal year 2008, 
guarantees of trust certificates authorized 
by section 5(g) of the Small Business Act 
shall not exceed a principal amount of 
$12,000,000,000. 

In addition, for administrative expenses to 
carry out the direct and guaranteed loan 
programs, $135,414,000, which may be trans-
ferred to and merged with the appropriations 
for Salaries and Expenses. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION—SMALL BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

Not to exceed 5 percent of any appropria-
tion made available for the current fiscal 
year for the Small Business Administration 
in this Act may be transferred between such 
appropriations, but no such appropriation 
shall be increased by more than 10 percent 
by any such transfers: Provided, That any 
transfer pursuant to this paragraph shall be 
treated as a reprogramming of funds under 
section 610 of this Act and shall not be avail-
able for obligation or expenditure except in 
compliance with the procedures set forth in 
that section. 

UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE 

PAYMENT TO THE POSTAL SERVICE FUND 

For payment to the Postal Service Fund 
for revenue forgone on free and reduced rate 
mail, pursuant to subsections (c) and (d) of 
section 2401 of title 39, United States Code, 
$88,864,000, which shall not be available for 
obligation until October 1, 2008: Provided, 
That mail for overseas voting and mail for 
the blind shall continue to be free: Provided 
further, That 6-day delivery and rural deliv-
ery of mail shall continue at not less than 
the 1983 level: Provided further, That none of 
the funds made available to the Postal Serv-
ice by this Act shall be used to implement 
any rule, regulation, or policy of charging 
any officer or employee of any State or local 
child support enforcement agency, or any in-

dividual participating in a State or local 
program of child support enforcement, a fee 
for information requested or provided con-
cerning an address of a postal customer: Pro-
vided further, That none of the funds provided 
in this Act shall be used to consolidate or 
close small rural and other small post offices 
in fiscal year 2008. 

UNITED STATES TAX COURT 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses, including contract 
reporting and other services as authorized by 
5 U.S.C. 3109, $45,069,000: Provided, That trav-
el expenses of the judges shall be paid upon 
the written certificate of the judge. 

TITLE VI 
GENERAL PROVISIONS—THIS ACT 

SEC. 601. Such sums as may be necessary 
for fiscal year 2008 pay raises for programs 
funded in this Act shall be absorbed within 
the levels appropriated in this Act or pre-
vious appropriations Acts. 

SEC. 602. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be used for the planning or execution of any 
program to pay the expenses of, or otherwise 
compensate, non-Federal parties intervening 
in regulatory or adjudicatory proceedings 
funded in this Act. 

SEC. 603. None of the funds appropriated in 
this Act shall remain available for obliga-
tion beyond the current fiscal year, nor may 
any be transferred to other appropriations, 
unless expressly so provided herein. 

SEC. 604. The expenditure of any appropria-
tion under this Act for any consulting serv-
ice through procurement contract pursuant 
to section 3109 of title 5, United States Code, 
shall be limited to those contracts where 
such expenditures are a matter of public 
record and available for public inspection, 
except where otherwise provided under exist-
ing law, or under existing Executive order 
issued pursuant to existing law. 

SEC. 605. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be transferred to any depart-
ment, agency, or instrumentality of the 
United States Government, except pursuant 
to a transfer made by, or transfer authority 
provided in, this Act or any other appropria-
tions Act. 

SEC. 606. None of the funds made available 
by this Act shall be available for any activ-
ity or for paying the salary of any Govern-
ment employee where funding an activity or 
paying a salary to a Government employee 
would result in a decision, determination, 
rule, regulation, or policy that would pro-
hibit the enforcement of section 307 of the 
Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1307). 

SEC. 607. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this Act shall be available to pay 
the salary for any person filling a position, 
other than a temporary position, formerly 
held by an employee who has left to enter 
the Armed Forces of the United States and 
has satisfactorily completed his period of ac-
tive military or naval service, and has with-
in 90 days after his release from such service 
or from hospitalization continuing after dis-
charge for a period of not more than 1 year, 
made application for restoration to his 
former position and has been certified by the 
Office of Personnel Management as still 
qualified to perform the duties of his former 
position and has not been restored thereto. 

SEC. 608. No funds appropriated pursuant to 
this Act may be expended by an entity un-
less the entity agrees that in expending the 
assistance the entity will comply with sec-
tions 2 through 4 of the Act of March 3, 1933 
(41 U.S.C. 10a–10c, popularly known as the 
‘‘Buy American Act’’). 

SEC. 609. No funds appropriated or other-
wise made available under this Act shall be 
made available to any person or entity that 
has been convicted of violating the Buy 
American Act (41 U.S.C. 10a–10c). 

SEC. 610. Except as otherwise provided in 
this Act, none of the funds provided in this 
Act, provided by previous appropriations 
Acts to the agencies or entities funded in 
this Act that remain available for obligation 
or expenditure in fiscal year 2008, or provided 
from any accounts in the Treasury derived 
by the collection of fees and available to the 
agencies funded by this Act, shall be avail-
able for obligation or expenditure through a 
reprogramming of funds that: (1) creates a 
new program; (2) eliminates a program, 
project, or activity; (3) increases funds or 
personnel for any program, project, or activ-
ity for which funds have been denied or re-
stricted by the Congress; (4) proposes to use 
funds directed for a specific activity by ei-
ther the House or Senate Committees on Ap-
propriations for a different purpose; (5) aug-
ments existing programs, projects, or activi-
ties in excess of $1,000,000 or 10 percent, 
whichever is less; (6) reduces existing pro-
grams, projects, or activities by $1,000,000 or 
10 percent, whichever is less; or (7) reorga-
nizes offices, programs, or activities unless 
prior approval is received from the House 
and Senate Committees on Appropriations: 
Provided, That not later than 60 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, each agen-
cy funded by this Act shall submit an oper-
ating plan to the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the Senate and of the House of Rep-
resentatives to establish the baseline for ap-
plication of reprogramming and transfer au-
thorities for the current fiscal year: Provided 
further, That the report shall include: (1) a 
table for each appropriation with a separate 
column to display the President’s budget re-
quest, adjustments made by Congress, ad-
justments due to enacted rescissions, if ap-
propriate, and the fiscal year enacted level; 
(2) a delineation in the table for each appro-
priation both by object class and program, 
project, and activity as detailed in the budg-
et appendix for the respective appropriation; 
and (3) an identification of items of special 
congressional interest: Provided further, That 
the amount appropriated or limited for sala-
ries and expenses for an agency shall be re-
duced by $100,000 per day for each day after 
the required date that the report has not 
been submitted to the Congress. 

SEC. 611. Except as otherwise specifically 
provided by law, not to exceed 50 percent of 
unobligated balances remaining available at 
the end of fiscal year 2008 from appropria-
tions made available for salaries and ex-
penses for fiscal year 2008 in this Act, shall 
remain available through September 30, 2009, 
for each such account for the purposes au-
thorized: Provided, That a request shall be 
submitted to the Committees on Appropria-
tions for approval prior to the expenditure of 
such funds: Provided further, That these re-
quests shall be made in compliance with re-
programming guidelines. 

SEC. 612. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used by the Executive Of-
fice of the President to request from the Fed-
eral Bureau of Investigation any official 
background investigation report on any indi-
vidual, except when— 

(1) such individual has given his or her ex-
press written consent for such request not 
more than 6 months prior to the date of such 
request and during the same presidential ad-
ministration; or 

(2) such request is required due to extraor-
dinary circumstances involving national se-
curity. 

SEC. 613. The cost accounting standards 
promulgated under section 26 of the Office of 
Federal Procurement Policy Act (Public Law 
93–400; 41 U.S.C. 422) shall not apply with re-
spect to a contract under the Federal Em-
ployees Health Benefits Program established 
under chapter 89 of title 5, United States 
Code. 
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SEC. 614. For the purpose of resolving liti-

gation and implementing any settlement 
agreements regarding the nonforeign area 
cost-of-living allowance program, the Office 
of Personnel Management may accept and 
utilize (without regard to any restriction on 
unanticipated travel expenses imposed in an 
Appropriations Act) funds made available to 
the Office of Personnel Management pursu-
ant to court approval. 

SEC. 615. No funds appropriated by this Act 
shall be available to pay for an abortion, or 
the administrative expenses in connection 
with any health plan under the Federal em-
ployees health benefits program which pro-
vides any benefits or coverage for abortions. 

SEC. 616. The provision of section 615 shall 
not apply where the life of the mother would 
be endangered if the fetus were carried to 
term, or the pregnancy is the result of an act 
of rape or incest. 

SEC. 617. In order to promote Government 
access to commercial information tech-
nology, the restriction on purchasing non-
domestic articles, materials, and supplies set 
forth in the Buy American Act (41 U.S.C. 10a 
et seq.), shall not apply to the acquisition by 
the Federal Government of information 
technology (as defined in section 11101 of 
title 40, United States Code), that is a com-
mercial item (as defined in section 4(12) of 
the Office of Federal Procurement Policy 
Act (41 U.S.C. 403(12)). 

SEC. 618. None of the funds made available 
in the Act may be used to finalize, imple-
ment, administer, or enforce— 

(1) the proposed rule relating to the deter-
mination that real estate brokerage is an ac-
tivity that is financial in nature or inci-
dental to a financial activity published in 
the Federal Register on January 3, 2001 (66 
Fed. Reg. 307 et seq.); or 

(2) the revision proposed in such rule to 
section 1501.2 of title 12 of the Code of Fed-
eral Regulations. 

SEC. 619. Notwithstanding section 10(b) of 
the Harry S Truman Memorial Scholarship 
Act (20 U.S.C. 2009(b)), hereafter, at the re-
quest of the Board of Trustees of the Harry 
S Truman Scholarship Foundation, it shall 
be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to invest in full the amounts appropriated 
and contributed to the Harry S Truman Me-
morial Scholarship Trust Fund, as provided 
in such section. All requests of the Board of 
Trustees to the Secretary provided for in 
this section shall be binding on the Sec-
retary. 

SEC. 620. (a) IN GENERAL.—None of the 
funds appropriated or otherwise made avail-
able by this Act may be used for any Federal 
Government contract with any foreign incor-
porated entity which is treated as an in-
verted domestic corporation under section 
835(b) of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 
U.S.C. 395(b)) or any subsidiary of such an 
entity. 

(b) WAIVERS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Any Secretary shall waive 

subsection (a) with respect to any Federal 
Government contract under the authority of 
such Secretary if the Secretary determines 
that the waiver is required in the interest of 
national security. 

(2) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Any Secretary 
issuing a waiver under paragraph (1) shall re-
port such issuance to Congress. 

(c) EXCEPTION.— This section shall not 
apply to any Federal Government contract 
entered into before the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, or to any task order issued 
pursuant to such contract. 

SEC. 621. For an additional amount under 
the heading ‘‘Small Business Administra-
tion, Salaries and Expenses’’, $61,318,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2009, 
shall be for initiatives related to small busi-
ness development and entrepreneurship, in-

cluding programmatic and construction ac-
tivities: Provided, That amounts made avail-
able under this section shall be provided in 
accordance with the terms and conditions 
specified in the statement of managers ac-
companying this Act. 

TITLE VII—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
GOVERNMENT-WIDE 

DEPARTMENTS, AGENCIES, AND CORPORATIONS 
SEC. 701. Hereafter, funds appropriated in 

this or any other Act may be used to pay 
travel to the United States for the imme-
diate family of employees serving abroad in 
cases of death or life threatening illness of 
said employee. 

SEC. 702. No department, agency, or instru-
mentality of the United States receiving ap-
propriated funds under this or any other Act 
for fiscal year 2008 shall obligate or expend 
any such funds, unless such department, 
agency, or instrumentality has in place, and 
will continue to administer in good faith, a 
written policy designed to ensure that all of 
its workplaces are free from the illegal use, 
possession, or distribution of controlled sub-
stances (as defined in the Controlled Sub-
stances Act (21 U.S.C. 802)) by the officers 
and employees of such department, agency, 
or instrumentality. 

SEC. 703. Unless otherwise specifically pro-
vided, the maximum amount allowable dur-
ing the current fiscal year in accordance 
with section 16 of the Act of August 2, 1946 
(60 Stat. 810), for the purchase of any pas-
senger motor vehicle (exclusive of buses, am-
bulances, law enforcement, and undercover 
surveillance vehicles), is hereby fixed at 
$12,888 except station wagons for which the 
maximum shall be $13,312: Provided, That 
these limits may be exceeded by not to ex-
ceed $3,700 for police-type vehicles, and by 
not to exceed $4,000 for special heavy-duty 
vehicles: Provided further, That the limits set 
forth in this section may not be exceeded by 
more than 5 percent for electric or hybrid ve-
hicles purchased for demonstration under 
the provisions of the Electric and Hybrid Ve-
hicle Research, Development, and Dem-
onstration Act of 1976: Provided further, That 
the limits set forth in this section may be 
exceeded by the incremental cost of clean al-
ternative fuels vehicles acquired pursuant to 
Public Law 101–549 over the cost of com-
parable conventionally fueled vehicles. 

SEC. 704. Appropriations of the executive 
departments and independent establishments 
for the current fiscal year available for ex-
penses of travel, or for the expenses of the 
activity concerned, are hereby made avail-
able for quarters allowances and cost-of-liv-
ing allowances, in accordance with 5 U.S.C. 
5922–5924. 

SEC. 705. Unless otherwise specified during 
the current fiscal year, no part of any appro-
priation contained in this or any other Act 
shall be used to pay the compensation of any 
officer or employee of the Government of the 
United States (including any agency the ma-
jority of the stock of which is owned by the 
Government of the United States) whose 
post of duty is in the continental United 
States unless such person: (1) is a citizen of 
the United States; (2) is a person in the serv-
ice of the United States on the date of the 
enactment of this Act who, being eligible for 
citizenship, has filed a declaration of inten-
tion to become a citizen of the United States 
prior to such date and is actually residing in 
the United States; (3) is a person who owes 
allegiance to the United States; (4) is an 
alien from Cuba, Poland, South Vietnam, the 
countries of the former Soviet Union, or the 
Baltic countries lawfully admitted to the 
United States for permanent residence; (5) is 
a South Vietnamese, Cambodian, or Laotian 
refugee paroled in the United States after 
January 1, 1975; or (6) is a national of the 

People’s Republic of China who qualifies for 
adjustment of status pursuant to the Chinese 
Student Protection Act of 1992 (Public Law 
102–404): Provided, That for the purpose of 
this section, an affidavit signed by any such 
person shall be considered prima facie evi-
dence that the requirements of this section 
with respect to his or her status have been 
complied with: Provided further, That any 
person making a false affidavit shall be 
guilty of a felony, and, upon conviction, 
shall be fined no more than $4,000 or impris-
oned for not more than 1 year, or both: Pro-
vided further, That the above penal clause 
shall be in addition to, and not in substi-
tution for, any other provisions of existing 
law: Provided further, That any payment 
made to any officer or employee contrary to 
the provisions of this section shall be recov-
erable in action by the Federal Government. 
This section shall not apply to citizens of 
Ireland, Israel, or the Republic of the Phil-
ippines, or to nationals of those countries al-
lied with the United States in a current de-
fense effort, or to international broadcasters 
employed by the Broadcasting Board of Gov-
ernors, or to temporary employment of 
translators, or to temporary employment in 
the field service (not to exceed 60 days) as a 
result of emergencies. 

SEC. 706. Appropriations available to any 
department or agency during the current fis-
cal year for necessary expenses, including 
maintenance or operating expenses, shall 
also be available for payment to the General 
Services Administration for charges for 
space and services and those expenses of ren-
ovation and alteration of buildings and fa-
cilities which constitute public improve-
ments performed in accordance with the 
Public Buildings Act of 1959 (73 Stat. 479), 
the Public Buildings Amendments of 1972 (86 
Stat. 216), or other applicable law. 

SEC. 707. In addition to funds provided in 
this or any other Act, all Federal agencies 
are authorized to receive and use funds re-
sulting from the sale of materials, including 
Federal records disposed of pursuant to a 
records schedule recovered through recycling 
or waste prevention programs. Such funds 
shall be available until expended for the fol-
lowing purposes: 

(1) Acquisition, waste reduction and pre-
vention, and recycling programs as described 
in Executive Order No. 13101 (September 14, 
1998), including any such programs adopted 
prior to the effective date of the Executive 
order. 

(2) Other Federal agency environmental 
management programs, including, but not 
limited to, the development and implemen-
tation of hazardous waste management and 
pollution prevention programs. 

(3) Other employee programs as authorized 
by law or as deemed appropriate by the head 
of the Federal agency. 

SEC. 708. Funds made available by this or 
any other Act for administrative expenses in 
the current fiscal year of the corporations 
and agencies subject to chapter 91 of title 31, 
United States Code, shall be available, in ad-
dition to objects for which such funds are 
otherwise available, for rent in the District 
of Columbia; services in accordance with 5 
U.S.C. 3109; and the objects specified under 
this head, all the provisions of which shall be 
applicable to the expenditure of such funds 
unless otherwise specified in the Act by 
which they are made available: Provided, 
That in the event any functions budgeted as 
administrative expenses are subsequently 
transferred to or paid from other funds, the 
limitations on administrative expenses shall 
be correspondingly reduced. 

SEC. 709. Hereafter, no part of any appro-
priation contained in this or any other Act 
shall be paid to any person for the filling of 
any position for which he or she has been 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 06:04 Jun 28, 2007 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00107 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A27JN7.118 H27JNPT1cn
oe

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

_C
N



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7314 June 27, 2007 
nominated after the Senate has voted not to 
approve the nomination of said person. 

SEC. 710. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this or any other Act shall be 
available for interagency financing of boards 
(except Federal Executive Boards), commis-
sions, councils, committees, or similar 
groups (whether or not they are interagency 
entities) which do not have a prior and spe-
cific statutory approval to receive financial 
support from more than one agency or in-
strumentality. 

SEC. 711. None of the funds made available 
pursuant to the provisions of this Act shall 
be used to implement, administer, or enforce 
any regulation which has been disapproved 
pursuant to a joint resolution duly adopted 
in accordance with the applicable law of the 
United States. 

SEC. 712. (a) Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, and except as otherwise 
provided in this section, no part of any of the 
funds appropriated for fiscal year 2008, by 
this or any other Act, may be used to pay 
any prevailing rate employee described in 
section 5342(a)(2)(A) of title 5, United States 
Code— 

(1) during the period from the date of expi-
ration of the limitation imposed by the com-
parable section for previous fiscal years 
until the normal effective date of the appli-
cable wage survey adjustment that is to take 
effect in fiscal year 2008, in an amount that 
exceeds the rate payable for the applicable 
grade and step of the applicable wage sched-
ule in accordance with such section; and 

(2) during the period consisting of the re-
mainder of fiscal year 2008, in an amount 
that exceeds, as a result of a wage survey ad-
justment, the rate payable under paragraph 
(1) by more than the sum of— 

(A) the percentage adjustment taking ef-
fect in fiscal year 2008 under section 5303 of 
title 5, United States Code, in the rates of 
pay under the General Schedule; and 

(B) the difference between the overall aver-
age percentage of the locality-based com-
parability payments taking effect in fiscal 
year 2008 under section 5304 of such title 
(whether by adjustment or otherwise), and 
the overall average percentage of such pay-
ments which was effective in the previous 
fiscal year under such section. 

(b) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, no prevailing rate employee described in 
subparagraph (B) or (C) of section 5342(a)(2) 
of title 5, United States Code, and no em-
ployee covered by section 5348 of such title, 
may be paid during the periods for which 
subsection (a) is in effect at a rate that ex-
ceeds the rates that would be payable under 
subsection (a) were subsection (a) applicable 
to such employee. 

(c) For the purposes of this section, the 
rates payable to an employee who is covered 
by this section and who is paid from a sched-
ule not in existence on September 30, 2007, 
shall be determined under regulations pre-
scribed by the Office of Personnel Manage-
ment. 

(d) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, rates of premium pay for employees sub-
ject to this section may not be changed from 
the rates in effect on September 30, 2007, ex-
cept to the extent determined by the Office 
of Personnel Management to be consistent 
with the purpose of this section. 

(e) This section shall apply with respect to 
pay for service performed after September 
30, 2007. 

(f) For the purpose of administering any 
provision of law (including any rule or regu-
lation that provides premium pay, retire-
ment, life insurance, or any other employee 
benefit) that requires any deduction or con-
tribution, or that imposes any requirement 
or limitation on the basis of a rate of salary 
or basic pay, the rate of salary or basic pay 

payable after the application of this section 
shall be treated as the rate of salary or basic 
pay. 

(g) Nothing in this section shall be consid-
ered to permit or require the payment to any 
employee covered by this section at a rate in 
excess of the rate that would be payable were 
this section not in effect. 

(h) The Office of Personnel Management 
may provide for exceptions to the limita-
tions imposed by this section if the Office de-
termines that such exceptions are necessary 
to ensure the recruitment or retention of 
qualified employees. 

SEC. 713. During the period in which the 
head of any department or agency, or any 
other officer or civilian employee of the Fed-
eral Government appointed by the President 
of the United States, holds office, no funds 
may be obligated or expended in excess of 
$5,000 to furnish or redecorate the office of 
such department head, agency head, officer, 
or employee, or to purchase furniture or 
make improvements for any such office, un-
less advance notice of such furnishing or re-
decoration is expressly approved by the Com-
mittees on Appropriations. For the purposes 
of this section, the term ‘‘office’’ shall in-
clude the entire suite of offices assigned to 
the individual, as well as any other space 
used primarily by the individual or the use 
of which is directly controlled by the indi-
vidual. 

SEC. 714. Notwithstanding section 1346 of 
title 31, United States Code, or section 710 of 
this Act, funds made available for the cur-
rent fiscal year by this or any other Act 
shall be available for the interagency fund-
ing of national security and emergency pre-
paredness telecommunications initiatives 
which benefit multiple Federal departments, 
agencies, or entities, as provided by Execu-
tive Order No. 12472 (April 3, 1984). 

SEC. 715. (a) None of the funds appropriated 
by this or any other Act may be obligated or 
expended by any Federal department, agen-
cy, or other instrumentality for the salaries 
or expenses of any employee appointed to a 
position of a confidential or policy-deter-
mining character excepted from the competi-
tive service pursuant to section 3302 of title 
5, United States Code, without a certifi-
cation to the Office of Personnel Manage-
ment from the head of the Federal depart-
ment, agency, or other instrumentality em-
ploying the Schedule C appointee that the 
Schedule C position was not created solely or 
primarily in order to detail the employee to 
the White House. 

(b) The provisions of this section shall not 
apply to Federal employees or members of 
the armed services detailed to or from— 

(1) the Central Intelligence Agency; 
(2) the National Security Agency; 
(3) the Defense Intelligence Agency; 
(4) the offices within the Department of 

Defense for the collection of specialized na-
tional foreign intelligence through recon-
naissance programs; 

(5) the Bureau of Intelligence and Research 
of the Department of State; 

(6) any agency, office, or unit of the Army, 
Navy, Air Force, and Marine Corps, the De-
partment of Homeland Security, the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation and the Drug En-
forcement Administration of the Department 
of Justice, the Department of Transpor-
tation, the Department of the Treasury, and 
the Department of Energy performing intel-
ligence functions; and 

(7) the Director of National Intelligence or 
the Office of the Director of National Intel-
ligence. 

SEC. 716. Hereafter, no department, agency, 
or instrumentality of the United States re-
ceiving appropriated funds under this or any 
other Act shall obligate or expend any such 
funds, unless such department, agency, or in-

strumentality has in place, and will continue 
to administer in good faith, a written policy 
designed to ensure that all of its workplaces 
are free from discrimination and sexual har-
assment and that all of its workplaces are 
not in violation of title VII of the Civil 
Rights Act of 1964 (Public Law 88–352, 78 
Stat. 241), the Age Discrimination in Em-
ployment Act of 1967 (Public Law 90–202, 81 
Stat. 602), and the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 
(Public Law 93–112, 87 Stat. 355). 

SEC. 717. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this or any other Act shall be 
available for the payment of the salary of 
any officer or employee of the Federal Gov-
ernment, who— 

(1) prohibits or prevents, or attempts or 
threatens to prohibit or prevent, any other 
officer or employee of the Federal Govern-
ment from having any direct oral or written 
communication or contact with any Member, 
committee, or subcommittee of the Congress 
in connection with any matter pertaining to 
the employment of such other officer or em-
ployee or pertaining to the department or 
agency of such other officer or employee in 
any way, irrespective of whether such com-
munication or contact is at the initiative of 
such other officer or employee or in response 
to the request or inquiry of such Member, 
committee, or subcommittee; or 

(2) removes, suspends from duty without 
pay, demotes, reduces in rank, seniority, sta-
tus, pay, or performance or efficiency rating, 
denies promotion to, relocates, reassigns, 
transfers, disciplines, or discriminates in re-
gard to any employment right, entitlement, 
or benefit, or any term or condition of em-
ployment of, any other officer or employee 
of the Federal Government, or attempts or 
threatens to commit any of the foregoing ac-
tions with respect to such other officer or 
employee, by reason of any communication 
or contact of such other officer or employee 
with any Member, committee, or sub-
committee of the Congress as described in 
paragraph (1). 

SEC. 718. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able in this or any other Act may be obli-
gated or expended for any employee training 
that— 

(1) does not meet identified needs for 
knowledge, skills, and abilities bearing di-
rectly upon the performance of official du-
ties; 

(2) contains elements likely to induce high 
levels of emotional response or psychological 
stress in some participants; 

(3) does not require prior employee notifi-
cation of the content and methods to be used 
in the training and written end of course 
evaluation; 

(4) contains any methods or content associ-
ated with religious or quasi-religious belief 
systems or ‘‘new age’’ belief systems as de-
fined in Equal Employment Opportunity 
Commission Notice N–915.022, dated Sep-
tember 2, 1988; or 

(5) is offensive to, or designed to change, 
participants’ personal values or lifestyle out-
side the workplace. 

(b) Nothing in this section shall prohibit, 
restrict, or otherwise preclude an agency 
from conducting training bearing directly 
upon the performance of official duties. 

SEC. 719. No funds appropriated in this or 
any other Act may be used to implement or 
enforce the agreements in Standard Forms 
312 and 4414 of the Government or any other 
nondisclosure policy, form, or agreement if 
such policy, form, or agreement does not 
contain the following provisions: ‘‘These re-
strictions are consistent with and do not su-
persede, conflict with, or otherwise alter the 
employee obligations, rights, or liabilities 
created by Executive Order No. 12958; section 
7211 of title 5, United States Code (governing 
disclosures to Congress); section 1034 of title 
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10, United States Code, as amended by the 
Military Whistleblower Protection Act (gov-
erning disclosure to Congress by members of 
the military); section 2302(b)(8) of title 5, 
United States Code, as amended by the Whis-
tleblower Protection Act (governing disclo-
sures of illegality, waste, fraud, abuse or 
public health or safety threats); the Intel-
ligence Identities Protection Act of 1982 (50 
U.S.C. 421 et seq.) (governing disclosures that 
could expose confidential Government 
agents); and the statutes which protect 
against disclosure that may compromise the 
national security, including sections 641, 793, 
794, 798, and 952 of title 18, United States 
Code, and section 4(b) of the Subversive Ac-
tivities Act of 1950 (50 U.S.C. 783(b)). The 
definitions, requirements, obligations, 
rights, sanctions, and liabilities created by 
said Executive order and listed statutes are 
incorporated into this agreement and are 
controlling.’’: Provided, That notwith-
standing the preceding paragraph, a non-
disclosure policy form or agreement that is 
to be executed by a person connected with 
the conduct of an intelligence or intel-
ligence-related activity, other than an em-
ployee or officer of the United States Gov-
ernment, may contain provisions appropriate 
to the particular activity for which such doc-
ument is to be used. Such form or agreement 
shall, at a minimum, require that the person 
will not disclose any classified information 
received in the course of such activity unless 
specifically authorized to do so by the 
United States Government. Such nondisclo-
sure forms shall also make it clear that they 
do not bar disclosures to Congress, or to an 
authorized official of an executive agency or 
the Department of Justice, that are essential 
to reporting a substantial violation of law. 

SEC. 720. No part of any funds appropriated 
in this or any other Act shall be used by an 
agency of the executive branch, other than 
for normal and recognized executive-legisla-
tive relationships, for publicity or propa-
ganda purposes, and for the preparation, dis-
tribution or use of any kit, pamphlet, book-
let, publication, radio, television, or film 
presentation designed to support or defeat 
legislation pending before the Congress, ex-
cept in presentation to the Congress itself. 

SEC. 721. None of the funds appropriated by 
this or any other Act may be used by an 
agency to provide a Federal employee’s 
home address to any labor organization ex-
cept when the employee has authorized such 
disclosure or when such disclosure has been 
ordered by a court of competent jurisdiction. 

SEC. 722. None of the funds made available 
in this Act or any other Act may be used to 
provide any non-public information such as 
mailing or telephone lists to any person or 
any organization outside of the Federal Gov-
ernment without the approval of the Com-
mittees on Appropriations. 

SEC. 723. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this or any other Act shall be used 
directly or indirectly, including by private 
contractor, for publicity or propaganda pur-
poses within the United States not heretofor 
authorized by the Congress. 

SEC. 724. (a) In this section, the term 
‘‘agency’’— 

(1) means an Executive agency, as defined 
under section 105 of title 5, United States 
Code; 

(2) includes a military department, as de-
fined under section 102 of such title, the 
Postal Service, and the Postal Rate Commis-
sion; and 

(3) shall not include the Government Ac-
countability Office. 

(b) Unless authorized in accordance with 
law or regulations to use such time for other 
purposes, an employee of an agency shall use 
official time in an honest effort to perform 
official duties. An employee not under a 

leave system, including a Presidential ap-
pointee exempted under section 6301(2) of 
title 5, United States Code, has an obligation 
to expend an honest effort and a reasonable 
proportion of such employee’s time in the 
performance of official duties. 

SEC. 725. Notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 1346 
and section 710 of this Act, funds made avail-
able for the current fiscal year by this or any 
other Act to any department or agency, 
which is a member of the Federal Account-
ing Standards Advisory Board (FASAB), 
shall be available to finance an appropriate 
share of FASAB administrative costs. 

SEC. 726. Notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 1346 
and section 710 of this Act, the head of each 
Executive department and agency is hereby 
authorized to transfer to or reimburse ‘‘Gen-
eral Services Administration, Policy and Op-
erations’’ with the approval of the Director 
of the Office of Management and Budget, 
funds made available for the current fiscal 
year by this or any other Act, including re-
bates from charge card and other contracts: 
Provided, That these funds shall be adminis-
tered by the Administrator of General Serv-
ices to support Government-wide financial, 
information technology, procurement, and 
other management innovations, initiatives, 
and activities, as approved by the Director of 
the Office of Management and Budget, in 
consultation with the appropriate inter-
agency groups designated by the Director 
(including the President’s Management 
Council for overall management improve-
ment initiatives, the Chief Financial Officers 
Council for financial management initia-
tives, the Chief Information Officers Council 
for information technology initiatives, the 
Chief Human Capital Officers Council for 
human capital initiatives, and the Chief Ac-
quisition Officers Council for procurement 
initiatives): Provided further, the total funds 
transferred or reimbursed shall not exceed 
$10,000,000: Provided further, such transfers or 
reimbursements may only be made after 15 
days following notification of the Commit-
tees on Appropriations by the Director of the 
Office of Management and Budget. 

SEC. 727. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, a woman may breastfeed her 
child at any location in a Federal building or 
on Federal property, if the woman and her 
child are otherwise authorized to be present 
at the location. 

SEC. 728. Nothwithstanding section 1346 of 
title 31, United States Code, or section 710 of 
this Act, funds made available for the cur-
rent fiscal year by this or any other Act 
shall be available for the interagency fund-
ing of specific projects, workshops, studies, 
and similar efforts to carry out the purposes 
of the National Science and Technology 
Council (authorized by Executive Order No. 
12881), which benefit multiple Federal de-
partments, agencies, or entities: Provided, 
That the Office of Management and Budget 
shall provide a report describing the budget 
of and resources connected with the National 
Science and Technology Council to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations, the House Com-
mittee on Science, and the Senate Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation 90 days after enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 729. Any request for proposals, solici-
tation, grant application, form, notification, 
press release, or other publications involving 
the distribution of Federal funds shall indi-
cate the agency providing the funds, the 
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Number, as applicable, and the amount pro-
vided: Provided, That this provision shall 
apply to direct payments, formula funds, and 
grants received by a State receiving Federal 
funds. 

SEC. 730. Subsection (f) of section 403 of 
Public Law 103–356 (31 U.S.C. 501 note) is re-
pealed. 

SEC. 731. (a) PROHIBITION OF FEDERAL AGEN-
CY MONITORING OF INDIVIDUALS’ INTERNET 
USE.—None of the funds made available in 
this or any other Act may be used by any 
Federal agency— 

(1) to collect, review, or create any aggre-
gation of data, derived from any means, that 
includes any personally identifiable informa-
tion relating to an individual’s access to or 
use of any Federal Government Internet site 
of the agency; or 

(2) to enter into any agreement with a 
third party (including another government 
agency) to collect, review, or obtain any ag-
gregation of data, derived from any means, 
that includes any personally identifiable in-
formation relating to an individual’s access 
to or use of any nongovernmental Internet 
site. 

(b) EXCEPTIONS.—The limitations estab-
lished in subsection (a) shall not apply to— 

(1) any record of aggregate data that does 
not identify particular persons; 

(2) any voluntary submission of personally 
identifiable information; 

(3) any action taken for law enforcement, 
regulatory, or supervisory purposes, in ac-
cordance with applicable law; or 

(4) any action described in subsection (a)(1) 
that is a system security action taken by the 
operator of an Internet site and is nec-
essarily incident to providing the Internet 
site services or to protecting the rights or 
property of the provider of the Internet site. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—For the purposes of this 
section: 

(1) The term ‘‘regulatory’’ means agency 
actions to implement, interpret or enforce 
authorities provided in law. 

(2) The term ‘‘supervisory’’ means exami-
nations of the agency’s supervised institu-
tions, including assessing safety and sound-
ness, overall financial condition, manage-
ment practices and policies and compliance 
with applicable standards as provided in law. 

SEC. 732. (a) None of the funds appropriated 
by this Act may be used to enter into or 
renew a contract which includes a provision 
providing prescription drug coverage, except 
where the contract also includes a provision 
for contraceptive coverage. 

(b) Nothing in this section shall apply to a 
contract with— 

(1) any of the following religious plans: 
(A) Personal Care’s HMO; and 
(B) OSF HealthPlans, Inc.; and 
(2) any existing or future plan, if the car-

rier for the plan objects to such coverage on 
the basis of religious beliefs. 

(c) In implementing this section, any plan 
that enters into or renews a contract under 
this section may not subject any individual 
to discrimination on the basis that the indi-
vidual refuses to prescribe or otherwise pro-
vide for contraceptives because such activi-
ties would be contrary to the individual’s re-
ligious beliefs or moral convictions. 

(d) Nothing in this section shall be con-
strued to require coverage of abortion or 
abortion-related services. 

SEC. 733. The Congress of the United States 
recognizes the United States Anti-Doping 
Agency (USADA) as the official anti-doping 
agency for Olympic, Pan American, and 
Paralympic sport in the United States. 

SEC. 734. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, funds appropriated for official 
travel by Federal departments and agencies 
may be used by such departments and agen-
cies, if consistent with Office of Management 
and Budget Circular A–126 regarding official 
travel for Government personnel, to partici-
pate in the fractional aircraft ownership 
pilot program. 

SEC. 735. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, none of the funds appropriated or 
made available under this Act or any other 
appropriations Act may be used to imple-
ment or enforce restrictions or limitations 
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on the Coast Guard Congressional Fellowship 
Program, or to implement the proposed regu-
lations of the Office of Personnel Manage-
ment to add sections 300.311 through 300.316 
to part 300 of title 5 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations, published in the Federal Reg-
ister, volume 68, number 174, on September 9, 
2003 (relating to the detail of executive 
branch employees to the legislative branch). 

SEC. 736. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, no executive branch agency shall 
purchase, construct, and/or lease any addi-
tional facilities, except within or contiguous 
to existing locations, to be used for the pur-
pose of conducting Federal law enforcement 
training without the advance approval of the 
Committees on Appropriations, except that 
the Federal Law Enforcement Training Cen-
ter is authorized to obtain the temporary use 
of additional facilities by lease, contract, or 
other agreement for training which cannot 
be accommodated in existing Center facili-
ties. 

SEC. 737. (a) No funds shall be available for 
transfers or reimbursements to the E-Gov-
ernment Initiatives sponsored by the Office 
of Management and Budget prior to 15 days 
following submission of a report to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations by the Director of 
the Office of Management and Budget and re-
ceipt of approval to transfer funds by the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria-
tions. 

(b) The report in (a) shall detail— 
(1) the amount proposed for transfer for 

any department and agency by program of-
fice, bureau, or activity, as appropriate; 

(2) the specific use of funds; 
(3) the relevance of that use to that depart-

ment or agency, and each bureau or office 
within, which is contributing funds; and 

(4) a description of any such activities for 
which funds were appropriated that will not 
be implemented or partially implemented by 
the department or agency as a result of the 
transfer. 

SEC. 738. (a) REQUIREMENT FOR PUBLIC-PRI-
VATE COMPETITION.— 

(1) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, none of the funds appropriated by this 
or any other Act shall be available to con-
vert to contractor performance an activity 
or function of an executive agency that, on 
or after the date of enactment of this Act, is 
performed by more than 10 Federal employ-
ees unless— 

(A) the conversion is based on the result of 
a public-private competition that includes a 
most efficient and cost effective organiza-
tion plan developed by such activity or func-
tion; 

(B) the Competitive Sourcing Official de-
termines that, over all performance periods 
stated in the solicitation of offers for per-
formance of the activity or function, the 
cost of performance of the activity or func-
tion by a contractor would be less costly to 
the executive agency by an amount that 
equals or exceeds the lesser of— 

(i) 10 percent of the most efficient organi-
zation’s personnel-related costs for perform-
ance of that activity or function by Federal 
employees; or 

(ii) $10,000,000; and 
(C) the contractor does not receive an ad-

vantage for a proposal that would reduce 
costs for the Federal Government by— 

(i) not making an employer-sponsored 
health insurance plan available to the work-
ers who are to be employed in the perform-
ance of that activity or function under the 
contract; 

(ii) offering to such workers an employer- 
sponsored health benefits plan that requires 
the employer to contribute less towards the 
premium or subscription share than the 
amount that is paid by the Federal Govern-
ment for health benefits for civilian employ-

ees under chapter 89 of title 5, United States 
Code; or 

(iii) offering to such workers a retirement 
benefit that in any year costs less than the 
annual retirement cost factor applicable to 
Federal employees under chapter 84 of title 
5, United States Code. 

(2) This paragraph shall not apply to— 
(A) the Department of Defense; 
(B) section 44920 of title 49, United States 

Code; 
(C) a commercial or industrial type func-

tion that— 
(i) is included on the procurement list es-

tablished pursuant to section 2 of the Javits- 
Wagner-O’Day Act (41 U.S.C. 47); or 

(ii) is planned to be converted to perform-
ance by a qualified nonprofit agency for the 
blind or by a qualified nonprofit agency for 
other severely handicapped individuals in ac-
cordance with that Act; 

(D) depot contracts or contracts for depot 
maintenance as provided in sections 2469 and 
2474 of title 10, United States Code; or 

(E) activities that are the subject of an on-
going competition that was publicly an-
nounced prior to the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(b) USE OF PUBLIC-PRIVATE COMPETITION.— 
Nothing in Office of Management and Budget 
Circular A–76 shall prevent the head of an ex-
ecutive agency from conducting a public-pri-
vate competition to evaluate the benefits of 
converting work from contract performance 
to performance by Federal employees in ap-
propriate instances. The Circular shall pro-
vide procedures and policies for these com-
petitions that are similar to those applied to 
competitions that may result in the conver-
sion of work from performance by Federal 
employees to performance by a contractor. 

(c) BID PROTESTS BY FEDERAL EMPLOYEES 
IN ACTIONS UNDER OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT 
AND BUDGET CIRCULAR A–76.— 

(1) ELIGIBILITY TO PROTEST.— 
(A) Section 3551(2) of title 31, United States 

Code, is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘(2) The term ‘interested party’— 
‘‘(A) with respect to a contract or a solici-

tation or other request for offers described in 
paragraph (1), means an actual or prospec-
tive bidder or offeror whose direct economic 
interest would be affected by the award of 
the contract or by failure to award the con-
tract; and 

‘‘(B) with respect to a public-private com-
petition conducted under Office of Manage-
ment and Budget Circular A–76 regarding 
performance of an activity or function of a 
Federal agency, or a decision to convert a 
function performed by Federal employees to 
private sector performance without a com-
petition under OMB Circular A–76, includes— 

‘‘(i) any official who submitted the agency 
tender in such competition; and 

‘‘(ii) any one person who, for the purpose of 
representing them in a protest under this 
subchapter that relates to such competition, 
has been designated as their agent by a ma-
jority of the employees of such Federal agen-
cy who are engaged in the performance of 
such activity or function.’’. 

(B)(i) Subchapter V of chapter 35 of such 
title is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new section: 
‘‘§ 3557. Expedited action in protests for pub-

lic-private competitions. 
‘‘For protests in cases of public-private 

competitions conducted under Office of Man-
agement and Budget Circular A–76 regarding 
performance of an activity or function of 
Federal agencies, the Comptroller General 
shall administer the provisions of this sub-
chapter in a manner best suited for expe-
diting final resolution of such protests and 
final action in such competitions.’’. 

(ii) The chapter analysis at the beginning 
of such chapter is amended by inserting after 

the item relating to section 3556 the fol-
lowing new item: 
‘‘3557. Expedited action in protests for pub-

lic-private competitions.’’. 
(2) RIGHT TO INTERVENE IN CIVIL ACTION.— 

Section 1491(b) of title 28, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) If a private sector interested party 
commences an action described in paragraph 
(1) in the case of a public-private competi-
tion conducted under Office of Management 
and Budget Circular A–76 regarding perform-
ance of an activity or function of a Federal 
agency, or a decision to convert a function 
performed by Federal employees to private 
sector performance without a competition 
under Office of Management and Budget Cir-
cular A–76, then an official or person de-
scribed in section 3551(2)(B) of title 31 shall 
be entitled to intervene in that action.’’. 

(3) APPLICABILITY.—Subparagraph (B) of 
section 3551(2) of title 31, United States Code 
(as added by paragraph (1)), and paragraph 
(5) of section 1491(b) of title 28, United States 
Code (as added by paragraph (2)), shall apply 
to— 

(A) protests and civil actions that chal-
lenge final selections of sources of perform-
ance of an activity or function of a Federal 
agency that are made pursuant to studies 
initiated under Office of Management and 
Budget Circular A–76 on or after January 1, 
2004; and 

(B) any other protests and civil actions 
that relate to public-private competitions 
initiated under Office of Management and 
Budget Circular A–76, or a decision to con-
vert a function performed by Federal em-
ployees to private sector performance with-
out a competition under Office of Manage-
ment and Budget Circular A–76, on or after 
the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(d) LIMITATION.—(1) None of the funds 
available in this Act may be used— 

(A) by the Office of Management and Budg-
et to direct or require another agency to 
take an action specified in paragraph (2); or 

(B) by an agency to take an action speci-
fied in paragraph (2) as a result of direction 
or requirement from the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget. 

(2) An action specified in this paragraph is 
the preparation for, undertaking, continu-
ation of, or completion of a public-private 
competition or direct conversion under Of-
fice of Management and Budget Circular A– 
76 or any other administrative regulation, 
directive, or policy. 

(e) APPLICABILITY.—This section shall 
apply with respect to fiscal year 2008 and 
each succeeding fiscal year. 

b 2245 
AMENDMENT NO. 15 OFFERED BY MR. PRICE OF 

GEORGIA 
Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 

I offer an amendment as the designee 
for the gentleman from Texas (Mr. SES-
SIONS). 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 15 offered by Mr. PRICE of 
Georgia: 

Strike section 738 (page 117, line 9, through 
page 124, line 13) and redesignate the suc-
ceeding provisions accordingly. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of today, the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. PRICE) 
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 
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Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 

the gentleman from Texas is unable to 
be here this evening, although this is, 
indeed, his amendment. I would ask 
unanimous consent that it be identified 
as such for all proceedings of the 
House. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Chair 
cannot entertain the gentleman’s re-
quest. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
this amendment would strike section 
738 of this legislation, which, as draft-
ed, would have the same effect as lan-
guage already included in a number of 
the Democrat majority’s other appro-
priations bills, preventing funds from 
being spent to conduct public/private 
competitions. 

While this policy may be good for in-
creasing dues payments to public-sec-
tor union bosses, it is unquestionably 
bad for taxpayers and for Federal agen-
cies because agencies are left with less 
money to spend on their core mission 
when Congress takes the opportunity 
to save money through competition 
away from them. 

In 2006, Federal agencies ‘‘competed’’ 
only 1.7 percent of their commercial 
workforce, which makes up less than 
one-half of 1 percent of the entire civil 
workforce. This very small use of com-
petition for services is expected to gen-
erate savings of $1.3 billion over the 
next 10 years. Competitions completed 
since 2003 are expected to produce al-
most $7 billion in savings for taxpayers 
over the next 10 years. This means that 
taxpayers will receive a return of about 
$31 for every dollar spent on competi-
tion, with annualized expected savings 
of more than $1 billion. 

But the particular language included 
in this bill is even worse. The under-
lying language goes further than past 
Democrat efforts to gut public/private 
competition by unnecessarily delaying 
and complicating how the most effi-
cient delivery of commercial activities 
is determined. This newest attempt to 
stack the deck against competition for 
services that can easily be found in the 
Yellow Pages also creates uneven and 
duplicative protest rights and intrusive 
new data requirements, while ignoring 
the consideration of quality in deter-
mining the best source of commercial 
services for the taxpayer. 

In short, Mr. Chairman, by allowing 
this language to remain in the under-
lying legislation, approximately $200 
million in expected annual savings 
from planned competitions will be 
placed at risk. 

Additionally, by removing quality 
from the list of factors in determining 
who wins a competition, this bill would 
double costs in many competitions. In 
this time of stretched budgets and 
bloated Federal spending, Congress 
should be looking to use all of the tools 
it can to find taxpayer savings and re-
duce the cost of services that are al-
ready being provided by thousands of 
hardworking private companies nation-
wide. 

At this point I will insert into the 
RECORD a letter of support for this 

amendment from the Fair Competition 
Coalition. A portion of that letter 
reads, This provision will discourage 
many private-sector firms from par-
ticipating in the competitive sourcing 
contracting process. Section 738 would 
penalize private-sector bidders that 
offer health insurance benefits to their 
employees. The Office of Management 
and Budget reports that the competi-
tion under the A–76 process creates an 
average savings of 15 to 20 percent for 
the American taxpayer. 

THE FAIR COMPETITION COALITION, 
June 27, 2007. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: As you continue 
consideration of the FY 2008 appropriations 
bills, I would like to bring to your attention 
some anticompetitive language that was in-
cluded in Section 738 of the FY 2008 Finan-
cial Services and General Government Ap-
propriations Act. This provision will discour-
age many private sector firms from partici-
pating in the competitive sourcing con-
tracting process, which is being held at most 
Federal agencies. The members of the Fair 
Competition Coalition ask that you support 
an amendment offered by Representative 
Pete Sessions (R–TX) which would strike the 
Section 738 language from the bill. 

Section 738 would penalize private sector 
bidders that offer health insurance benefits 
to their employees. In an unprecedented in-
trusion into the competitive process, this 
provision singles out one benefit element, 
and ignores the reality of the total com-
pensation packages commonly offered in the 
private sector. These compensation packages 
typically include a wide range of health, 
matching retirement, bonus/incentive, pro-
fessional and personal development, and 
other benefits. It also undermines and ig-
nores unique and innovative health benefits 
plans, particularly those that are provided 
by the small business community. 

Section 738 also would allow employees of 
the Federal government to protest the award 
to the private sector. Congress and the Exec-
utive Branch have properly excluded Federal 
employees from challenging agency manage-
ment decisions in Federal court. Beyond the 
constitutional questions of whether such ac-
tion creates the required ‘‘case or con-
troversy,’’ the President has properly as-
serted his responsibility to supervise the 
‘‘unitary’’ executive branch and opposed es-
tablishing ‘‘interested party’’ status for 
these decisions. 

Already many companies are not pursuing 
A–76 competitions, and the language in Sec-
tion 738 will drive companies further away 
from the process. The Office of Management 
and Budget reports that the competition 
under the current A–76 process creates an av-
erage savings of 15% to 20% for the American 
taxpayer. The proven benefits of competitive 
sourcing are too high to place arbitrary re-
strictions on the program. We urge you to 
support effectiveness and efficiency in Gov-
ernment by voting YES to the Sessions 
amendment. 

If you have any questions, please contact 
our Coalition points of contact: Michele 
Kaplan of the Professional Services Council 
or Kent Sholars of the Contract Services As-
sociation. 

Sincerely, 
Aerospace Industries Association, Amer-

ican Congress on Surveying and Map-
ping, Airport Consultants Council, 
American Council of Independent Lab-
oratories, American Council of Engi-
neering Companies, American Elec-
tronics Association, American Insti-
tute of Architects, Associated General 
Contractors of America, Business Ex-

ecutives for National Security, Con-
struction Management Association of 
America, Contract Services Associa-
tion of America. 

Design Professionals Coalition, Elec-
tronic Industries Alliance, Information 
Technology Association of America, 
Management Association for Private 
Photogrammetric Surveyors, National 
Association of RV Parks and Camp-
grounds, National Defense Industrial 
Association, National Federation Of 
Independent Business, Professional 
Services Council, Small Business Leg-
islative Council, Textile Rental Serv-
ices Association of America, The Na-
tional Auctioneers Association, United 
States Chamber of Commerce. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge all of my col-
leagues to follow the advice of that let-
ter and support this commonsense tax-
payer-first amendment to oppose the 
underlying provision to benefit public- 
sector union bosses by keeping cost- 
saving competition available to the 
government. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, the 
provisions of this bill ensure that when 
Federal employees compete with pri-
vate contractors, it will be done on a 
level playing field. 

The administration’s push to con-
tract out Federal employees’ jobs is 
part of a massive push towards private 
contracting by this administration. 
Federal contracts rose from 207 billion 
in 2000 to roughly 400 billion in 2006. 

The New York Times reported in 
February that the increase in con-
tracting is driven by a philosophy that 
encourages outsourcing almost every-
thing government does. I may add that 
the day is not far off when they will try 
to outsource the Congress. 

The administration claims that it 
wants a smaller government, yet it has 
promoted a hidden workforce of pri-
vate-sector contractors and grantees 
who get rich off the government, but 
are not accountable. The number of 
contractors increased by 2.5 million 
since 2002, which is 98 percent higher 
than the slight increase in the Civil 
Service workforce. 

Congress has raised serious questions 
regarding the cost-effectiveness in this 
level of contracting and of outsourcing 
many Federal employees’ functions. In 
many cases we see government employ-
ees working side by side with contrac-
tors with the same responsibilities, yet 
their compensation, benefits, protec-
tions and accountability are much dif-
ferent. These are serious issues. 

This amendment would strike the 
modest improvements in the competi-
tive sourcing language that has been 
carried on appropriations bills for sev-
eral years. These improvements would 
help protect the rights of Federal em-
ployees. 

And let me just comment on the fact 
that this amendment not only takes 
out the language that was included in 
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this bill, but, in fact, takes a full step 
backward and undoes that which we 
have done in past bills, even during the 
time that the Republicans were in con-
trol of the House. 

What we do here is ensure that a con-
tractor does not receive a cost advan-
tage by not offering a health plan, or 
offering an inferior health plan or re-
tirement plan to its employees, assur-
ing appeals rights for Federal employ-
ees in cases of privatization decisions 
that adversely affect them just as con-
tractors currently have appeal rights, 
and ensuring that OMB doesn’t direct 
or request agencies to conduct com-
petitions if they otherwise would 
choose not to. 

This is really just an unnecessary 
amendment. It is directed at destroy-
ing the last bit of opportunity the Fed-
eral employees have for full protection. 
That has to be made clear. There is no 
need for this amendment other than to 
try to outsource everything and de-
stroy the Federal workforce. 

We all have great respect for our Fed-
eral employees. Throughout the his-
tory of this Congress and in recent 
years, we’ve worked in a bipartisan 
fashion to reduce spending here and 
there, but this just goes at the heart of 
this assault that this administration 
has on Federal employees. And for that 
reason, and so many others, I urge a 
strong ‘‘no’’ vote on this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I respect the gentleman’s comments. 

I, too, have respect, as well we all do, 
for all Federal employees. But this is 
serious business. Spending the tax-
payers’ money is serious business. And 
outsourcing does one thing, private 
contracting does one thing: It provides 
for an opportunity to save hard-earned 
taxpayer money. 

The majority says that they oppose 
and fight adamantly as they oppose no- 
bid contracts. So how can be it be con-
sistent to oppose a competitive con-
tracting process that allows private 
firms the opportunity to have 
outsource contracts? 

This is a commonsense amendment. I 
offer it on behalf of the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS). 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
commonsense, fiscally responsible 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, I simply 
want to congratulate the gentleman 
for at least being willing to stay here 
and debate the amendment tonight. 
It’s more than I can say for a whole lot 
of other people, and I respect him for 
that. Let me say, however, that I don’t 
have quite as much high regard for his 
amendment. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Will the gen-
tleman yield? It is Mr. SESSIONS’ 
amendment. 

Mr. OBEY. Well, whoever. I have 
minimum high regard for it, let me put 
it that way. 

Mr. Chairman, I think we need to 
fully understand what is afoot with re-
spect to contracting. 

I want to cite some other facts, be-
cause there is an inexorable and 
stealthy effort to put much of the ac-
tivities of government in the hands of 
contractors rather than in the hands of 
public servants. And more and more of 
that contracting is being provided in a 
noncompetitive manner. That also ap-
plies to many, many grants being pro-
vided by the executive branch. 

For example, the Congressional Re-
search Service documented an unusu-
ally large number of sole-source grants 
issued by the Employment and Train-
ing Administration within the Depart-
ment of Labor, which resulted in 90 
percent of discretionary funds for the 
High Growth Job Training Initiative 
being awarded on a noncompetitive 
basis over a 5-year period. It isn’t just 
Halliburton and Blackwater who are 
getting lots of taxpayers’ dollars in a 
noncompetitive fashion. 

b 2300 

The administration’s use of con-
tracting has increased significantly in 
the past 5 years. For example, the De-
partment of Health and Social Serv-
ices’ contract obligations have nearly 
doubled from $5 billion in fiscal year 
2001 to $8.7 billion in fiscal year 2006. 
The number of contract employees at 
the Department of Health and Social 
Services exceeds 32,000, about half the 
number of Civil Service employees. A 
significant share of those contracts 
were awarded on a noncompetitive 
basis. 

In fiscal year 2006 alone, Health 
awarded nearly 21,000 contracts worth 
more than $1.9 billion with less than 
full and open competition. That is four 
times the total amount of congression-
ally directed earmarks that are ex-
pected to eventually be included in the 
Labor, Health, Education appropria-
tion bill. 

I won’t even bother to get into what 
has been happening at the Education 
Department where local school dis-
tricts have virtually been blackmailed 
into accepting contracts with book 
publishers preferred by the administra-
tion or else they are frozen out of the 
program entirely. 

So I would simply say I think the 
gentleman’s amendment is ill-advised, 
and when the time comes late tomor-
row evening, I would hope that we will 
have a ‘‘no’’ vote on the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
PRICE). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia will be 
postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 739. (a) The adjustment in rates of 

basic pay for employees under the statutory 
pay systems that takes effect in fiscal year 
2008 under sections 5303 and 5304 of title 5, 
United States Code, shall be an increase of 
3.5 percent, and this adjustment shall apply 
to civilian employees in the Department of 
Homeland Security and shall apply to civil-
ian employees in the Department of Defense 
who are represented by a labor organization 
as defined in 5 U.S.C. 7103(a)(4), and such ad-
justments shall be effective as of the first 
day of the first applicable pay period begin-
ning on or after January 1, 2008. Civilian em-
ployees in the Department of Defense who 
are eligible to be represented by a labor or-
ganization as defined in 5 U.S.C. 7103(a)(4), 
but are not so represented, will receive the 
adjustment provided for in this section un-
less the positions are entitled to a pay ad-
justment under 5 U.S.C. 9902. 

(b) Notwithstanding section 712 of this Act, 
the adjustment in rates of basic pay for the 
statutory pay systems that take place in fis-
cal year 2008 under sections 5344 and 5348 of 
title 5, United States Code, shall be no less 
than the percentage in paragraph (a) as em-
ployees in the same location whose rates of 
basic pay are adjusted pursuant to the statu-
tory pay systems under section 5303 and 5304 
of title 5, United States Code. Prevailing 
rate employees at locations where there are 
no employees whose pay is increased pursu-
ant to sections 5303 and 5304 of title 5 and 
prevailing rate employees described in sec-
tion 5343(a)(5) of title 5 shall be considered to 
be located in the pay locality designated as 
‘‘Rest of US’’ pursuant to section 5304 of title 
5 for purposes of this paragraph. 

(c) Funds used to carry out this section 
shall be paid from appropriations, which are 
made to each applicable department or agen-
cy for salaries and expenses for fiscal year 
2008. 

SEC. 740. Unless otherwise authorized by 
existing law, none of the funds provided in 
this Act or any other Act may be used by an 
executive branch agency to produce any pre-
packaged news story intended for broadcast 
or distribution in the United States, unless 
the story includes a clear notification within 
the text or audio of the prepackaged news 
story that the prepackaged news story was 
prepared or funded by that executive branch 
agency. 

SEC. 741. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used in contravention of 
section 552a of title 5, United States Code 
(popularly known as the Privacy Act) or of 
section 552.224 of title 48 of the Code of Fed-
eral Regulations. 

SEC. 742. Each executive department and 
agency shall evaluate the creditworthiness 
of an individual before issuing the individual 
a government travel charge card. Such eval-
uations for individually-billed travel charge 
cards shall include an assessment of the indi-
vidual’s consumer report from a consumer 
reporting agency as those terms are defined 
in section 603 of the Fair Credit Reporting 
Act (Public Law 91–508): Provided, That sec-
tion 604(a)(3) of such Act shall be amended by 
adding to the end the following: 

‘‘(G) executive departments and agencies 
in connection with the issuance of govern-
ment-sponsored individually-billed travel 
charge cards.’’: 
Provided further, That the department or 
agency may not issue a government travel 
charge card to an individual that either 
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lacks a credit history or is found to have an 
unsatisfactory credit history as a result of 
this evaluation: Provided further, That this 
restriction shall not preclude issuance of a 
restricted-use charge, debit, or stored value 
card made in accordance with agency proce-
dures to: (1) an individual with an unsatis-
factory credit history where such card is 
used to pay travel expenses and the agency 
determines there is no suitable alternative 
payment mechanism available before issuing 
the card; or (2) an individual who lacks a 
credit history. Each executive department 
and agency shall establish guidelines and 
procedures for disciplinary actions to be 
taken against agency personnel for im-
proper, fraudulent, or abusive use of govern-
ment charge cards, which shall include ap-
propriate disciplinary actions for use of 
charge cards for purposes, and at establish-
ments, that are inconsistent with the official 
business of the Department or agency or 
with applicable standards of conduct. 

SEC. 743. CROSSCUT BUDGET.— 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-

tion the following definitions apply: 
(1) GREAT LAKES.—The terms ‘‘Great 

Lakes’’ and ‘‘Great Lakes State’’ have the 
same meanings as such terms have in section 
506 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 1962d–22). 

(2) GREAT LAKES RESTORATION ACTIVITIES.— 
The term ‘‘Great Lakes restoration activi-
ties’’ means any Federal or State activity 
primarily or entirely within the Great Lakes 
watershed that seeks to improve the overall 
health of the Great Lakes ecosystem. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 30 days after 
submission of the budget of the President to 
Congress, the Director of the Office of Man-
agement and Budget, in coordination with 
the Governor of each Great Lakes State and 
the Great Lakes Interagency Task Force, 
shall submit to the appropriate authorizing 
and appropriating committees of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives a financial 
report, certified by the Secretary of each 
agency that has budget authority for Great 
Lakes restoration activities, containing— 

(1) an interagency budget crosscut report 
that— 

(A) displays the budget proposed, including 
any planned interagency or intra-agency 
transfer, for each of the Federal agencies 
that carries out Great Lakes restoration ac-
tivities in the upcoming fiscal year, sepa-
rately reporting the amount of funding to be 
provided under existing laws pertaining to 
the Great Lakes ecosystem; and 

(B) identifies all expenditures since fiscal 
year 2004 by the Federal Government and 
State governments for Great Lakes restora-
tion activities; 

(2) a detailed accounting of all funds re-
ceived and obligated by all Federal agencies 
and, to the extent available, State agencies 
using Federal funds, for Great Lakes restora-
tion activities during the current and pre-
vious fiscal years; 

(3) a budget for the proposed projects (in-
cluding a description of the project, author-
ization level, and project status) to be car-
ried out in the upcoming fiscal year with the 
Federal portion of funds for activities; and 

(4) a listing of all projects to be under-
taken in the upcoming fiscal year with the 
Federal portion of funds for activities. 

SEC. 744. Except as expressly provided oth-
erwise, any reference to ‘‘this Act’’ con-
tained in any title other than title IV or VIII 
shall not apply to such titles IV or VIII. 

TITLE VIII 
GENERAL PROVISIONS—DISTRICT OF 

COLUMBIA 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 801. Whenever in this Act, an amount 
is specified within an appropriation for par-

ticular purposes or objects of expenditure, 
such amount, unless otherwise specified, 
shall be considered as the maximum amount 
that may be expended for said purpose or ob-
ject rather than an amount set apart exclu-
sively therefor. 

SEC. 802. Appropriations in this Act shall 
be available for expenses of travel and for 
the payment of dues of organizations con-
cerned with the work of the District of Co-
lumbia government, when authorized by the 
Mayor, or, in the case of the Council of the 
District of Columbia, funds may be expended 
with the authorization of the Chairman of 
the Council. 

SEC. 803. There are appropriated from the 
applicable funds of the District of Columbia 
such sums as may be necessary for making 
refunds and for the payment of legal settle-
ments or judgments that have been entered 
against the District of Columbia govern-
ment. 

SEC. 804. None of the Federal funds pro-
vided in this Act shall be used for publicity 
or propaganda purposes or implementation 
of any policy including boycott designed to 
support or defeat legislation pending before 
Congress or any State legislature. 

SEC. 805. (a) None of the funds provided 
under this Act to the agencies funded by this 
Act, both Federal and District government 
agencies, that remain available for obliga-
tion or expenditure in fiscal year 2008, or 
provided from any accounts in the Treasury 
of the United States derived by the collec-
tion of fees available to the agencies funded 
by this title, shall be available for obligation 
or expenditures for an agency through a re-
programming of funds which— 

(1) creates new programs; 
(2) eliminates a program, project, or re-

sponsibility center; 
(3) establishes or changes allocations spe-

cifically denied, limited or increased under 
this Act; 

(4) increases funds or personnel by any 
means for any program, project, or responsi-
bility center for which funds have been de-
nied or restricted; 

(5) reestablishes any program or project 
previously deferred through reprogramming; 

(6) augments any existing program, 
project, or responsibility center through a 
reprogramming of funds in excess of 
$3,000,000 or 10 percent, whichever is less; or 

(7) increases by 20 percent or more per-
sonnel assigned to a specific program, 
project or responsibility center, unless in the 
case of federal funds, the Committees on Ap-
propriations of the House of Representatives 
and Senate are notified in writing 15 days in 
advance of the reprogramming and in the 
case of local funds, the Committees on Ap-
propriations of the House of Representatives 
and Senate are provided summary reports on 
April 1, 2008 and October 1, 2008, setting forth 
detailed information regarding each such 
local funds reprogramming conducted sub-
ject to this subsection. 

(b) None of the local funds contained in 
this Act may be available for obligation or 
expenditure for an agency through a transfer 
of any local funds in excess of $3,000,000 from 
one appropriation heading to another unless 
the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and Senate are pro-
vided summary reports on April 1, 2008 and 
October 1, 2008, setting forth detailed infor-
mation regarding each reprogramming con-
ducted subject to this subsection, except 
that in no event may the amount of any 
funds transferred exceed 4 percent of the 
local funds in the appropriations. 

(c) The District of Columbia Government is 
authorized to approve and execute re-
programming and transfer requests of local 
funds under this title through September 30, 
2008. 

SEC. 806. Consistent with the provisions of 
section 1301(a) of title 31, United States 
Code, appropriations under this Act shall be 
applied only to the objects for which the ap-
propriations were made except as otherwise 
provided by law. 

SEC. 807. (a) Notwithstanding any other 
provisions of law, the provisions of the Dis-
trict of Columbia Government Comprehen-
sive Merit Personnel Act of 1978 (D.C. Law 2– 
139; sec. 1–601.01 et seq., D.C. Official Code), 
enacted pursuant to section 422(3) of the Dis-
trict of Columbia Home Rule Act (sec. 1– 
204.22(3), D.C. Official Code), shall apply with 
respect to the compensation of District of 
Columbia employees. For pay purposes, em-
ployees of the District of Columbia govern-
ment shall not be subject to the provisions of 
title 5, United States Code. 

(b) Notwithstanding section 8344(a) of title 
5, United States Code, the amendment made 
by section 2 of the District Government Re-
employed Annuitant Offset Elimination 
Amendment Act of 2004 (D.C. Law 15–207) 
shall apply with respect to any individual 
employed in an appointive or elective posi-
tion with the District of Columbia govern-
ment after December 7, 2004. 

SEC. 808. No later than 30 days after the 
end of the first quarter of fiscal year 2008, 
the Mayor of the District of Columbia shall 
submit to the Council of the District of Co-
lumbia and the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and 
Senate the new fiscal year 2008 revenue esti-
mates as of the end of such quarter. These 
estimates shall be used in the budget request 
for fiscal year 2009. The officially revised es-
timates at midyear shall be used for the mid-
year report. 

SEC. 809. (a) Notwithstanding any other 
provision of this Act, the Mayor, in consulta-
tion with the Chief Financial Officer of the 
District of Columbia may accept, obligate, 
and expend Federal, private, and other 
grants received by the District government 
that are not reflected in the amounts appro-
priated in this Act. 

(b)(1) No such Federal, private, or other 
grant may be obligated, or expended pursu-
ant to subsection (a) until— 

(A) the Chief Financial Officer of the Dis-
trict of Columbia submits to the Council a 
report setting forth detailed information re-
garding such grant; and 

(B) the Council has reviewed and approved 
the obligation, and expenditure of such 
grant. 

(2) For purposes of paragraph (1)(B), the 
Council shall be deemed to have reviewed 
and approved the obligation, and expenditure 
of a grant if— 

(A) no written notice of disapproval is filed 
with the Secretary of the Council within 14 
calendar days of the receipt of the report 
from the Chief Financial Officer under para-
graph (1)(A); or 

(B) if such a notice of disapproval is filed 
within such deadline, the Council does not 
by resolution disapprove the obligation, or 
expenditure of the grant within 30 calendar 
days of the initial receipt of the report from 
the Chief Financial Officer under paragraph 
(1)(A). 

(c) No amount may be obligated or ex-
pended from the general fund or other funds 
of the District of Columbia government in 
anticipation of the approval or receipt of a 
grant under subsection (b)(2) or in anticipa-
tion of the approval or receipt of a Federal, 
private, or other grant not subject to such 
subsection. 

(d) The Chief Financial Officer of the Dis-
trict of Columbia may adjust the budget for 
Federal, private, and other grants received 
by the District government reflected in the 
amounts appropriated in this title, or ap-
proved and received under subsection (b)(2) 
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to reflect a change in the actual amount of 
the grant. 

(e) The Chief Financial Officer of the Dis-
trict of Columbia shall prepare a quarterly 
report setting forth detailed information re-
garding all Federal, private, and other 
grants subject to this section. Each such re-
port shall be submitted to the Council of the 
District of Columbia, to the Committees on 
Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives and Senate, not later than 15 days after 
the end of the quarter covered by the report. 

SEC. 810. (a) Except as otherwise provided 
in this section, none of the funds made avail-
able by this Act or by any other Act may be 
used to provide any officer or employee of 
the District of Columbia with an official ve-
hicle unless the officer or employee uses the 
vehicle only in the performance of the offi-
cer’s or employee’s official duties. For pur-
poses of this paragraph, the term ‘‘official 
duties’’ does not include travel between the 
officer’s or employee’s residence and work-
place, except in the case of— 

(1) an officer or employee of the Metropoli-
tan Police Department who resides in the 
District of Columbia or is otherwise des-
ignated by the Chief of the Department; 

(2) at the discretion of the Fire Chief, an 
officer or employee of the District of Colum-
bia Fire and Emergency Medical Services 
Department who resides in the District of 
Columbia and is on call 24 hours a day or is 
otherwise designated by the Fire Chief; 

(3) the Mayor of the District of Columbia; 
and 

(4) the Chairman of the Council of the Dis-
trict of Columbia. 

(b) The Chief Financial Officer of the Dis-
trict of Columbia shall submit by March 1, 
2008, an inventory, as of September 30, 2007, 
of all vehicles owned, leased or operated by 
the District of Columbia government. The 
inventory shall include, but not be limited 
to, the department to which the vehicle is 
assigned; the year and make of the vehicle; 
the acquisition date and cost; the general 
condition of the vehicle; annual operating 
and maintenance costs; current mileage; and 
whether the vehicle is allowed to be taken 
home by a District officer or employee and if 
so, the officer or employee’s title and resi-
dent location. 

SEC. 811. (a) None of the Federal funds con-
tained in this Act may be used by the Dis-
trict of Columbia Corporation Counsel or 
any other officer or entity of the District 
government to provide assistance for any pe-
tition drive or civil action which seeks to re-
quire Congress to provide for voting rep-
resentation in Congress for the District of 
Columbia. 

(b) Nothing in this section bars the Dis-
trict of Columbia Corporation Counsel from 
reviewing or commenting on briefs in private 
lawsuits, or from consulting with officials of 
the District government regarding such law-
suits. 

SEC. 812. None of the Federal funds con-
tained in this Act may be used for any pro-
gram of distributing sterile needles or sy-
ringes for the hypodermic injection of any il-
legal drug. 

SEC. 813. None of the funds contained in 
this Act may be used after the expiration of 
the 60-day period that begins on the date of 
the enactment of this Act to pay the salary 
of any chief financial officer of any office of 
the District of Columbia government (in-
cluding any independent agency of the Dis-
trict of Columbia) who has not filed a certifi-
cation with the Mayor and the Chief Finan-
cial Officer of the District of Columbia that 
the officer understands the duties and re-
strictions applicable to the officer and the 
officer’s agency as a result of this Act (and 
the amendments made by this Act), includ-
ing any duty to prepare a report requested 

either in the Act or in any of the reports ac-
companying the Act and the deadline by 
which each report must be submitted: Pro-
vided, That the Chief Financial Officer of the 
District of Columbia shall provide to the 
Committees on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives and Senate by April 1, 
2008 and October 1, 2008, a summary list 
showing each report, the due date, and the 
date submitted to the Committees. 

SEC. 814. Nothing in this Act may be con-
strued to prevent the Council or Mayor of 
the District of Columbia from addressing the 
issue of the provision of contraceptive cov-
erage by health insurance plans, but it is the 
intent of Congress that any legislation en-
acted on such issue should include a ‘‘con-
science clause’’ which provides exceptions 
for religious beliefs and moral convictions. 

SEC. 815. The Mayor of the District of Co-
lumbia shall submit to the Committees on 
Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives and Senate, the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform of the House of Representa-
tives, and the Committee on Governmental 
Affairs of the Senate quarterly reports ad-
dressing— 

(1) crime, including the homicide rate, im-
plementation of community policing, the 
number of police officers on local beats, and 
the closing down of open-air drug markets; 

(2) access to substance and alcohol abuse 
treatment, including the number of treat-
ment slots, the number of people served, the 
number of people on waiting lists, and the ef-
fectiveness of treatment programs; 

(3) management of parolees and pre-trial 
violent offenders, including the number of 
halfway houses escapes and steps taken to 
improve monitoring and supervision of half-
way house residents to reduce the number of 
escapes to be provided in consultation with 
the Court Services and Offender Supervision 
Agency for the District of Columbia; and 

(4) education, including access to special 
education services and student achievement 
to be provided in consultation with the Dis-
trict of Columbia Public Schools and the 
District of Columbia public charter schools. 

SEC. 816. (a) No later than 30 calendar days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Chief Financial Officer of the District of 
Columbia shall submit to the appropriate 
committees of Congress, the Mayor, and the 
Council of the District of Columbia a revised 
appropriated funds operating budget in the 
format of the budget that the District of Co-
lumbia government submitted pursuant to 
section 442 of the District of Columbia Home 
Rule Act (D.C. Official Code, section 1– 
204.42), for all agencies of the District of Co-
lumbia government for fiscal year 2008 that 
is in the total amount of the approved appro-
priation and that realigns all budgeted data 
for personal services and other-than-per-
sonal-services, respectively, with anticipated 
actual expenditures. 

(b) This section shall apply only to an 
agency where the Chief Financial Officer of 
the District of Columbia certifies that a re-
allocation is required to address unantici-
pated changes in program requirements. 

SEC. 817. (a) None of the funds contained in 
this Act may be made available to pay— 

(1) the fees of an attorney who represents a 
party in an action or an attorney who de-
fends an action brought against the District 
of Columbia Public Schools under the Indi-
viduals with Disabilities Education Act (20 
U.S.C. 1400 et seq.) in excess of $4,000 for that 
action; or 

(2) the fees of an attorney or firm whom 
the Chief Financial Officer of the District of 
Columbia determines to have a pecuniary in-
terest, either through an attorney, officer, or 
employee of the firm, in any special edu-
cation diagnostic services, schools, or other 
special education service providers. 

(b) In this section, the term ‘‘action’’ in-
cludes an administrative proceeding and any 
ensuing or related proceedings before a court 
of competent jurisdiction. 

SEC. 818. The amount appropriated by this 
Act may be increased by no more than 
$42,000,000 from funds identified in the com-
prehensive annual financial report as the 
District’s fiscal year 2007 unexpended general 
fund surplus. The District may obligate and 
expend these amounts only in accordance 
with the following conditions: 

(1) The Chief Financial Officer of the Dis-
trict of Columbia shall certify that the use 
of any such amounts is not anticipated to 
have a negative impact on the District’s 
long-term financial, fiscal, and economic vi-
tality. 

(2) The District of Columbia may only use 
these funds for the following expenditures: 

(A) One-time expenditures. 
(B) Expenditures to avoid deficit spending. 
(C) Debt reduction. 
(D) Program needs. 
(E) Expenditures to avoid revenue short-

falls. 
(3) The amounts shall be obligated and ex-

pended in accordance with laws enacted by 
the Council in support of each such obliga-
tion or expenditure. 

(4) The amounts may not be used to fund 
the agencies of the District of Columbia gov-
ernment under court ordered receivership. 

(5) The amounts may not be obligated or 
expended unless the Mayor notifies the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives and Senate not fewer than 
30 days in advance of the obligation or ex-
penditure. 

SEC. 819. (a) To account for an unantici-
pated growth of revenue collections, the 
amount appropriated as District of Columbia 
Funds pursuant to this Act may be in-
creased— 

(1) by an aggregate amount of not more 
than 25 percent, in the case of amounts pro-
posed to be allocated as ‘‘Other-Type Funds’’ 
in the Fiscal Year 2008 Proposed Budget and 
Financial Plan submitted to Congress by the 
District of Columbia; and 

(2) by an aggregate amount of not more 
than 6 percent, in the case of any other 
amounts proposed to be allocated in such 
Proposed Budget and Financial Plan. 

(b) The District of Columbia may obligate 
and expend any increase in the amount of 
funds authorized under this section only in 
accordance with the following conditions: 

(1) The Chief Financial Officer of the Dis-
trict of Columbia shall certify— 

(A) the increase in revenue; and 
(B) that the use of the amounts is not an-

ticipated to have a negative impact on the 
long-term financial, fiscal, or economic 
health of the District. 

(2) The amounts shall be obligated and ex-
pended in accordance with laws enacted by 
the Council of the District of Columbia in 
support of each such obligation and expendi-
ture, consistent with the requirements of 
this Act. 

(3) The amounts may not be used to fund 
any agencies of the District government op-
erating under court-ordered receivership. 

(4) The amounts may not be obligated or 
expended unless the Mayor has notified the 
Committees on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives and Senate not fewer 
than 30 days in advance of the obligation or 
expenditure. 

SEC. 820. The Chief Financial Officer for 
the District of Columbia may, for the pur-
pose of cash flow management, conduct 
short-term borrowing from the emergency 
reserve fund and from the contingency re-
serve fund established under section 450A of 
the District of Columbia Home Rule Act 
(Public Law 98–198): Provided, That the 
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amount borrowed shall not exceed 50 percent 
of the total amount of funds contained in 
both the emergency and contingency reserve 
funds at the time of borrowing: Provided fur-
ther, That the borrowing shall not deplete ei-
ther fund by more than 50 percent: Provided 
further, That 100 percent of the funds bor-
rowed shall be replenished within 9 months 
of the time of the borrowing or by the end of 
the fiscal year, whichever occurs earlier: 
Provided further, That in the event that 
short-term borrowing has been conducted 
and the emergency or the contingency funds 
are later depleted below 50 percent as a re-
sult of an emergency or contingency, an 
amount equal to the amount necessary to re-
store reserve levels to 50 percent of the total 
amount of funds contained in both the emer-
gency and contingency reserve fund must be 
replenished from the amount borrowed with-
in 60 days. 

SEC. 821. (a) None of the funds contained in 
this Act may be used to enact or carry out 
any law, rule, or regulation to legalize or 
otherwise reduce penalties associated with 
the possession, use, or distribution of any 
schedule I substance under the Controlled 
Substances Act (21 U.S.C. 801 et seq.) or any 
tetrahydrocannabinols derivative. 

(b) The Legalization of Marijuana for Med-
ical Treatment Initiative of 1998, also known 
as Initiative 59, approved by the electors of 
the District of Columbia on November 3, 
1998, shall not take effect. 

SEC. 822. None of the funds appropriated 
under this Act shall be expended for any 
abortion except where the life of the mother 
would be endangered if the fetus were carried 
to term or where the pregnancy is the result 
of an act of rape or incest. 

SEC. 823. (a) DIRECT APPROPRIATION.—Sec-
tion 307(a) of the District of Columbia Court 
Reform and Criminal Procedure Act of 1970 
(sec. 2–1607(a), D.C. Official Code) is amended 
by striking the first 2 sentences and insert-
ing the following: ‘‘There are authorized to 
be appropriated to the Service in each fiscal 
year such funds as may be necessary to carry 
out this chapter.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
11233 of the Balanced Budget Act of 1997 (sec. 
24–133, D.C. Official Code) is amended by 
striking subsection (f). 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply with respect 
to fiscal year 2008 and each succeeding fiscal 
year. 

SEC. 824. Except as expressly provided oth-
erwise, any reference to ‘‘this Act’’ con-
tained in this title or in title IV shall be 
treated as referring only to the provisions of 
this title or of title IV. 

Mr. SERRANO (during the reading). 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the remainder of the bill 
through page 146, line 22, be considered 
as read, printed in the RECORD, and 
open to amendment at any point. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Is there ob-
jection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York? 

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. TOM DAVIS OF 

VIRGINIA 
Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. 

Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. TOM DAVIS of 

Virginia: 
At the end of the bill add the following new 

section: 
TITLE ll 

Sec. ll. The amount otherwise provided 
for under Title IV for the Federal Payment 

for Resident Tuition Support is increased by 
$1,000,000 and the amount otherwise provided 
for Salaries and Expenses of the Office of 
Special Counsel is reduced by $1,000,000. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of today, the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. TOM 
DAVIS) and a Member opposed each will 
control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. 
Chairman, this is a very simple amend-
ment. I think it is a win-win. This 
amendment will reduce the appropria-
tion to the U.S. Office of Special Coun-
sel by $1 million, but it redirects those 
funds to a far more deserving entity, 
District of Columbia students who wish 
to attend college, the D.C. College Ac-
cess Act. 

I was the original author of this leg-
islation in 1999. This legislation essen-
tially allows students in the District of 
Columbia to attend out-of-state univer-
sities and pay in-state tuitions because 
the District of Columbia does not have 
a state university system, 

Since that time, what had once been 
a pipe dream for D.C. students, because 
college was so unaffordable to them, 
paying for private colleges and out-of- 
state universities, has become a reality 
and is becoming part of the culture of 
the District. It has doubled the number 
of students in the District of Columbia 
that are now able to go to colleges. It 
has doubled that number. It is chang-
ing the culture. It is changing the aspi-
rations of these students. 

This amendment, the $1 million that 
is added here, will allow an additional 
200 District of Columbia students to 
take advantage of this program and go 
on to higher education. There will be 
no waiting lists. There will be no 
backups. They won’t have to wait to 
see if the money is there. It will be 
there for them. 

If you want to change the culture of 
the city, we start with the education 
system. Mayor Fenty has started with 
a new system trying to revamp the 
public school system. But it doesn’t do 
these students any good if they can’t, 
at the same time, go on to higher edu-
cation. 

The other thing this has done is it 
has kept people in the District of Co-
lumbia. Instead of having to move to 
Virginia or Maryland to attend univer-
sities, they can now live in the District 
and afford to send their kids on to col-
lege. Aspiring students who come from, 
in many cases, single-parent or no-par-
ent homes, can now work their way 
through colleges, community colleges 
and other state universities in the re-
gion, and be able to commute back and 
forth. This has been a win-win situa-
tion. 

Now, we take this money from the 
Office of the Special Counsel. This of-
fice was increased by about $800,000 
this year over last year’s appropria-
tions. We are bringing them basically 
to the level of appropriation they had 
last year. 

It is a troubled office. In February, 
Tom Devine of the Government Ac-
countability Project testified before 
our committee that the Office of Spe-
cial Counsel has become a caricature 
and an object of contempt among the 
constituencies it supposedly services. 
It illegally gags its own employees, en-
gages in ugly retaliation against its 
staff and is engaging in heavy-handed 
obstruction of justice tactics to intimi-
date its own employees from testifying 
in ongoing investigations of its activi-
ties. 

In April, Melanie Sloan, Executive 
Director of Citizens For Responsibility 
and Ethics in Washington, or CREW, 
said, ‘‘Having transformed OSC into a 
virtual black hole for legitimate com-
plaints of retaliation, Bloch is decid-
edly not the right person to tackle 
issues of misconduct and illegality.’’ 

More recently, we witnessed a Spe-
cial Counsel who is trying to rehabili-
tate himself. But Beth Daley, the Di-
rector of the Project on Government 
Oversight, was quoted last month as 
saying, ‘‘It is hard to believe the Office 
of Special Counsel will be able to con-
duct a thorough investigation into the 
White House while the Special Counsel 
is under investigation himself.’’ 

So I think this office can go back to 
the basic appropriation it had last 
year. This money can be better spent 
invested in the students of the District 
of Columbia as they aspire for higher 
education. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I have 
the utmost respect for the gentleman. 
He knows how much I respect his de-
sire to improve every bit of the edu-
cational programs in D.C., but there 
are a couple of things we need to know. 

First of all, this program is funded at 
$35.1 million. Interestingly enough, 
when we approached the D.C. govern-
ment about this program, we asked 
what amount they wanted, and this 
was exactly the amount which was the 
President’s request. They told us that 
they did not want or need any more. So 
it is funded at the President’s request. 

The big problem with this, and what 
I want to speak about, is the message 
that this cut sends to the public and to 
those folks who like to spend a lot of 
time attacking Members of Congress 
on both sides. The Special Counsel’s Of-
fice is involved at this very moment in 
some very sensitive and high-profile in-
vestigations having to do with whistle- 
blower issues, having to do with the 
Hatch Act and having to do with so 
many other issues that we have read 
about and talked about for a while. 

If you are talking about a bipartisan 
way of inviting attacks on Congress 
and criticism of Congress, this is prob-
ably the best way to accomplish that. 
Because for $1 million to a program 
that is funded at the full presidential 
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request, a program where the District 
of Columbia has said they didn’t want 
any more money, for that $1 million, to 
give the impression they were somehow 
trying to put a damper on the inves-
tigations taking place is just the wrong 
message. For that alone, we should op-
pose it on both sides of the aisle. 

In fact, I would hope, after listening 
to what I know the gentleman has 
maybe already paid attention to in the 
past in putting together this amend-
ment, that he would actually consider 
withdrawing the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Let me 
just say, first of all, it is the Presi-
dent’s requested number, but the Dis-
trict can use this money because of the 
students that are still waiting in line 
to make sure that they have a place 
and there is no waiting list. 

Let me just add this. You are defend-
ing the Office of Special Counsel. The 
Special Counsel, just weeks after he 
came into office, removed any ref-
erence to discrimination on the basis of 
sexual orientation from the OSC Web 
site. He then testified before the Sen-
ate that he did not believe current law 
protects Federal employees from dis-
crimination on the basis of sexual ori-
entation, an assertion that flies in the 
face of decades of precedent and defies 
an Executive Order by President Bush. 

Today, the Special Counsel is under 
investigation by the President’s Coun-
cil For Integrity and Efficiency and the 
Office of Personnel Management for 
claims that he retaliated against em-
ployees who complained about office 
policies, issued an illegal gag order, 
abused his hiring authority, discrimi-
nated against homosexuals, allowed po-
litical bias to influence enforcement of 
the Hatch Act, and forced senior career 
staff to relocate from OSC’s Wash-
ington headquarters to a new regional 
office in Detroit. 

b 2315 

I would suggest that the gentleman 
go back and do his homework on this 
office. There are some sensitive issues 
they are dealing with. But I will tell 
you, this takes it back to last year’s 
appropriation level, I think, or just 
about that level. More importantly, I 
think this money can be better spent 
on the students of the District of Co-
lumbia. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The time of 
the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I 
would say to the gentleman, had I not 
done my homework, you would have 
helped me do it, because you started 
out by telling us you wanted to help 
D.C., but then you did tell us that it 
was that you were having problems 
with the Special Counsel. Well, that is 
the issue. The issue is you want to get 
at the Special Counsel. 

I am suggesting this is the wrong 
time and the wrong place to do it, be-
cause they are involved in very serious 
investigations, and the last thing we 

need is for the public and the talk show 
hosts to say that Congress, because 
they won’t say you or I, that party or 
this party, that Congress is trying to 
put a chill on these investigations. 

During the hearings, for the record, 
we asked the D.C. Government if they 
wanted more dollars. We gave them the 
opportunity to tell us if they wanted 
more than the President’s request, and 
they said no. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Virginia. 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. 
Chairman, can I ask my friend, what 
are the sensitive investigations he is 
referring to? 

Mr. SERRANO. The Special Counsel 
has been asked to look at various 
issues, including violations of the 
Hatch Act. 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Are 
there any particular ones you are refer-
ring to at this point? 

Mr. SERRANO. All of the above. 
Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. They 

have been looking at these investiga-
tions for years. This amendment still 
gives them $14 million to do that. 

Mr. SERRANO. That is true. 
Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Which 

is almost the number they had last 
year. In light of the record that has 
been compiled here, the investigation 
of GSA is complete. That has been for-
warded to the President. That is no 
longer pending, so that is no longer an 
issue. I just wanted to make that clear 
on the record. This is not about that. 
This is about a number of other issues 
that have been concerns expressed from 
your side of the aisle as well. 

Mr. SERRANO. If the gentleman will 
yield further, my point to the gen-
tleman is he started his argument by 
saying he wanted to help the tuition 
program, but, in fact, he has a problem 
with the Special Counsel. I am sug-
gesting hat for the good of this House, 
we should not be doing anything that 
appears like we are trying to chill. 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. We had 
to get the money from somewhere, and 
this seemed to me an appropriate place 
to take it. 

I am no stranger to this program. I 
was the chief author of authorizing 
this legislation to begin with. So we 
are not taking it for some program. 
This is a program I had a lot to do with 
creating and feel strongly about it and 
feel it could use additional money. I 
think the District feels the same way. 
The fact the committee funded it at 
the President’s level doesn’t mean it 
couldn’t use additional money and fund 
additional students. 

Mr. SERRANO. If the gentleman will 
continue to yield, my point would be 
until at least one of those investiga-
tions has concluded, which has gotten 
quite a bit of publicity in this country 
and been discussed widely, we should 
not be cutting what is not a large 
budget. 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. The one 
the gentleman is referring to has been 
completed. It has been forwarded to the 
President, and they have no additional 
jurisdiction. For the record, we need to 
clear that up. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SERRANO. I yield back my time. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-

tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. TOM 
DAVIS). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. 
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting Chairman. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Virginia will be 
postponed. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MILLER OF NORTH 

CAROLINA 
Mr. MILLER of North Carolina. Mr. 

Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. MILLER of 

North Carolina: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
TITLE IX 

ADDITIONAL GENERAL PROVISIONS 
SEC. 901. None of the funds made available 

by this Act may be used to implement Exec-
utive Order 13422. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of today, the 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
MILLER) and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. MILLER of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I offer this amendment on 
my own behalf and the behalf of Ms. 
LINDA SÁNCHEZ of California. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment pro-
hibits the use of funds to implement an 
Executive Order entered earlier this 
year. The Executive Order claims pow-
ers for the President over agency rule-
making that is consistent neither with 
statutes passed by Congress nor with 
the Constitution. 

There are safeguards on how agencies 
can use that power, their power of rule-
making. Agencies are supposed to 
make rules in the public, with public 
participation, in the open, and citizens 
can sue an agency if regulations are 
too tough or too lenient. 

Executive Order 13422 dramatically 
changes how rulemaking works and 
lets political appointees overrule the 
professionals at each agency in secret 
with no accountability to anyone. De-
cisions that are supposed to be made in 
the open can be made in closed rooms 
on the basis of improper political con-
siderations, and often no citizen will 
know to sue to challenge a rule or 
more often sue to challenge agencies 
inaction because no citizen will know 
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what really happened. No citizen will 
know what the professionals at an 
agency be recommended be done. 

The issues raised by Executive Order 
13422 need Congress’ attention, but this 
amendment stops this President or any 
Presiding from seizing the power to re-
write almost every law that Congress 
passes, laws to protect public health, 
the environment, safety, civil rights, 
privacy, and on and on, without an-
swering to Congress or the American 
people. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the 
amendment. The gentleman has raised 
some very serious issues that need ad-
dressing, and I would accept the 
amendment and support it. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

Mr. Chairman, I oppose the gentle-
man’s amendment. I am not going to 
call for a vote. I think this is some-
thing that needs to be studied a little 
more, and would anticipate that in 
conference we would try to address the 
problem. This Executive Order is rel-
atively new. I am not sure what the 
impact of that would be nor what the 
impact of this amendment would be. 

For the record, tonight I oppose it. 
As I say, I am not going to call for a 
vote on it, but I think the chairman 
and I ought to take a second look at it 
and decide whether we want to address 
the issue in conference. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back my time. 
Mr. MILLER of North Carolina. Mr. 

Chairman, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. MILLER). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. INGLIS OF SOUTH 

CAROLINA 
Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina. Mr. 

Chairman, I offer an amendment as the 
designee of the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. UPTON). 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. INGLIS of South 
Carolina: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

TITLE IX—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 
PROVISION 

SEC. 901. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to purchase light 
bulbs unless the light bulbs have the ‘‘EN-
ERGY STAR’’ or ‘‘Federal Energy Manage-
ment Program’’ designation. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of today, the 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
INGLIS) and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I am 
ready to accept the gentleman’s 
amendment. 

Mr. REGULA. On this side we are 
ready to accept it also. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from South 
Carolina. 

Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, we are very grateful for the 
opportunity to offer the amendment. It 
is on behalf of myself and Mr. LIPINSKI, 
the gentleman from Illinois, and the 
gentleman from Michigan Mr. UPTON, 
and the gentlewoman from California 
Ms. HARMAN. 

It is an exciting thing to see an op-
portunity to save money and to save 
energy by changing some light bulbs. 
So we hope that we see these energy 
savings, and we know that it is some-
thing that will benefit the country. 

Mr. Chairman, I would be happy to 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. LIPINSKI). Even though we are 
very grateful for the chairman already 
accepting the amendment, he should 
say something about our bill. 

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank Mr. INGLIS for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, Mr. INGLIS and I intro-
duced the Bulb Replacement in Govern-
ment with High-Efficiency Technology 
(BRIGHT) Energy Savings Act earlier 
this year, a bipartisan bill that gar-
nered over 80 bipartisan cosponsors. 
Last week, it was incorporated into a 
comprehensive climate change and en-
ergy bill that the Transportation and 
Infrastructure Committee reported. 

This amendment is a great step to-
wards this goal of cutting down on the 
energy used by the Federal Govern-
ment, cutting down on the emission of 
global climate-changing gases and sav-
ing taxpayers money. 

So, I thank the chairman and the 
ranking member for accepting this 
amendment. This amendment has been 
included on every appropriations bill so 
far that has been brought to the floor, 
and I hope we can continue this. It is 
very rare that you can meet all of 
these goals at once while saving tax-
payer dollars. 

Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank the gentleman for 
his support. I very much appreciate the 
chairman and ranking member’s ac-
ceptance of our amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. INGLIS). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. GARRETT OF 

NEW JERSEY 
Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr. 

Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 1 offered by Mr. GARRETT 

of New Jersey: 
At the end of title VI, insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
under this Act may be used by the Securities 
and Exchange Commission to enforce the re-
quirements of section 404 of the Sarbanes- 
Oxley Act with respect to non-accelerated 
filers, who, pursuant to section 210.2–02T of 
title 17, Code of Federal Regulations, are not 
required to comply with such section 404 
prior to December 15, 2007. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of today, the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. GAR-
RETT) and a Member opposed each will 
control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself 3 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today to offer an 
amendment that will positively affect 
thousands of small businesses across 
the country. I would like to thank my 
good friend from Florida, Congressman 
Tom Feeney, for sponsoring this 
amendment with me and for all of his 
hard work on pushing for much-needed 
Sarbanes-Oxley reform. 

Mr. Chairman, the 5-year anniversary 
of the passage of Sarbanes-Oxley is al-
most upon us, and there are many of us 
who believe, myself included, that SOX 
used a sledgehammer where a simple 
tap would do. The accountability and 
transparency goals that were so laud-
able in developing SOX could have been 
met, at least in part, through a com-
petitive market where empowered in-
vestigators have a real role. 

One thing is for certain, however, and 
that is the regulatory scheme and 
structure that SOX established has cre-
ated more problems than it resolved. 
You see, we are in a global economy, 
and our financial markets must be able 
to be competitive. But when going pub-
lic in an American market means 
added out-of-pocket expenses of $4 mil-
lion to $6 million per accelerated filer, 
that is more than 50 times the original 
SEC estimate, it begs the question why 
any company rising through the ranks 
would go public and be subject to those 
requirements. Worse yet, it begs the 
question of why that successful com-
pany would go public in the U.S. at all. 

In fact, there have been very many 
credible reports pointing to a loss in 
the supremacy of the American finan-
cial market as a direct result of the 
SOX implementation. Only one of 24 
listings with over $1 billion in capital 
raised has listed in the U.S. as opposed 
to London, according to the New York 
Stock Exchange. And there is also evi-
dence that some U.S. companies have 
even returned to being privately held 
because of their inability to meet the 
costs and extensive accounting require-
ments of SOX. 

We have seen this directly with our 
Nation’s two largest financial markets, 
the New York Stock Exchange and 
NASDAQ, both looking to expand into 
a less regulated, less litigated environ-
ment in Europe. 

One segment of the U.S. economy 
that will bear a disproportionate brunt 
of SOX is the American small business. 
Because the SEC expected small busi-
nesses to have difficulty meeting all of 
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these costs and filing requirements, 
they were temporarily exempted from 
the regulatory burdens of section 404 to 
give them time to prepare. This exemp-
tion was last extended now through 
2007 so that the SEC and the PCAOB 
could finalize their revised guidelines 
to management and new standards to 
the auditors. So while I am commend 
the SEC and the PCAOB in trying to 
improve the implementation of 404, it 
still remains unclear whether these re-
visions make it possible for small busi-
nesses to comply without suffering dire 
economic consequences. 

Furthermore, it is unfair to make 
our small businesses comply with new 
regulations that are being finalized and 
adopted halfway through this year for 
which these small businesses are sup-
posed to report. 

So I offer this amendment today to 
extend the exemption for small busi-
nesses to comply with section 404. The 
amendment will prohibit the SEC from 
forcing small businesses to comply 
with section 404(a)for fiscal year 2008. 

There is just too much evidence out 
there that small companies are not 
going public or are doing so overseas 
because of the onerous burdens of sec-
tion 404, and this amendment will ad-
dress that. It is essential that we do 
not add to the overly burdensome new 
costs on our Nation’s small businesses, 
especially while new auditing stand-
ards are still being revised and final-
ized. 

So by delaying the requirements for 1 
year, and that is all, we are giving our 
small businesses more time to ensure 
that they are not unfairly hurt, with-
out jeopardizing the accountability 
goals of the original SOX legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, I include for the 
RECORD The National Taxpayer Unions 
Vote Alert in support of this amend-
ment that is on the floor today, along 
with a letter from the Property Cas-
ualty Insurers Association of America. 

NATIONAL TAXPAYERS UNION, 
June 27, 2007. 

NATIONAL TAXPAYERS UNION VOTE ALERT 
NTU urges all Members to vote ‘‘YES’’ on 

an amendment by Representative Scott Gar-
rett (R–NJ) to H.R. 2829, the Financial Serv-
ices Appropriations Bill. This amendment 
would extend the moratorium on small busi-
ness compliance under Section 404 of the 
Public Company Accounting Reform and In-
vestor Protection Act, also known as the 
Sarbanes-Oxley Act. Shielding small busi-
nesses from crushing regulations brought on 
by Sarbanes-Oxley is an important step in 
protecting a vital source of economic 
growth. A ‘‘YES’’ vote, in support of easing 
the burden on small businesses, will be sig-
nificantly weighted in our annual Rating of 
Congress. 

U.S. CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
June 27, 2007. 

Members of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives: The U.S. Chamber of Commerce, the 
world’s largest business federation rep-
resenting more than three million businesses 
and organizations of every size, sector, and 
region, urges you to support the Garrett- 
Feeney amendment to H.R. 2829 the ‘‘Finan-
cial Services and General Government Ap-
propriations Act, 2008.’’ This amendment 

would extend the current moratorium for 
Section 404 compliance for small businesses 
through FY2008. 

While the Chamber supports effective in-
ternal controls and the intent of Sarbanes- 
Oxley, the Chamber strongly believes small-
er companies should not have to bear the dis-
proportionately burdensome costs of Section 
404 until the implementation of Section 404 
has been fixed. 

The Garrett-Feeney amendment would 
delay compliance for smaller public compa-
nies until the new standards have been 
adopted and tested for a full year’s worth of 
experience for larger companies. Failure to 
pass the amendment would seriously under-
mine the cost-cutting objectives of the new 
standards. 

Companies, auditors, and regulators will 
need at least a full year’s experience to know 
if the Securities and Exchange Commission 
and Public Company Accounting Oversight 
Board’s efforts to fix Section 404 implemen-
tation are working or if additional correc-
tions are needed. 

The Chamber strongly urges you to protect 
small businesses from being unfairly and dis-
proportionately disadvantaged by voting for 
the Garrett-Feeney amendment to the Fi-
nancial Services and General Government 
Appropriations Act, 2008. The Chamber may 
consider votes on, or in relation to, this 
issue in our annual How They Voted score-
card. 

Sincerely, 
R. BRUCE JOSTEN. 

PROPERTY CASUALTY INSURERS 
ASSOCIATION OF AMERICA, 
Des Plaines, IL, June 27, 2007. 

Hon. SCOTT GARRETT, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC 

DEAR MR. GARRETT: The Property Casualty 
Insurers Association of America (PCI) 
thanks you for introducing your amendment 
to H.R. 2829, the Financial Services and Gen-
eral Governmental Appropriations Bill, 2008, 
that would extend for another year the 
amount of time that smaller public compa-
nies have to comply with Section 404 of the 
Sarbanes-Oxley Act of 2002. PCI represents 
the broadest cross-section of insurers of any 
national property/casualty trade association, 
with over 1000 members writing over $194 bil-
lion in direct written premium annually, 
over 40 percent of the nation’s property/cas-
ualty insurance. 

PCI supports strong corporate governance 
for all corporations. Since the Sarbanes- 
Oxley Act became law, however, it has be-
come clear that the overbroad way in which 
Section 404 was implemented has been a 
major competitive disadvantage for U.S. cor-
porations. We believe that the costs of com-
pliance with Section 404 must continue to be 
reduced for all publicly-traded insurance 
companies, including the small-to-medium 
sized insurers to which your amendment ap-
plies. 

PCI congratulates you for taking the lead 
on this important issue, and we look forward 
to working with you to lessen the burden of 
Section 404 compliance for smaller public 
businesses. 

Sincerely, 
STEPHEN W. BROADIE. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I claim the time in opposi-
tion. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, might I inquire, who has the 
right to close? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Chair 
would advise the gentleman that the 
gentleman from New Jersey has the 
right to close. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts is not a member of the 
committee. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself 3 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, sic transit gloria 
Oxley. Mike Oxley, my Republican 
predecessor, is barely gone, when one 
of his great works is being trashed by 
his former colleagues. 

Indeed, as I look at this assault, the 
gentleman from New Jersey started 
out talking about small business, but 
small business clearly appeared to be 
the stalking horse here. He talked 
about the New York Stock Exchange. 
They don’t deal with small business. 
He talked about Sarbanes-Oxley in 
very negative terms broadly. His com-
plaint is not about small business, but 
about Sarbanes-Oxley in general. If you 
analyze what the gentleman said, it 
was an assault on Sarbanes-Oxley. 

Now, Sarbanes-Oxley was passed by a 
Republican House and a Democratic 
Senate. It was signed and claimed as a 
great triumph by our Republican Presi-
dent, George Bush. 

I am sad for President Bush. No Child 
Left Behind, Sarbanes-Oxley, immigra-
tion, Medicare part D, even the war in 
Iraq. Mr. Chairman, are there no Bush 
policies left that can escape the assault 
of the Republican Party? I am inclined 
to think that there are only two Bush 
policies left that command strong sup-
port on the Republican side: illegal 
wiretapping and torture. Everything 
else they appear to have abandoned. 

In fact, 10 days ago, the Secretary of 
the Treasury, Secretary Paulson, ex-
plicitly disagreed with the gentleman 
from New Jersey on the need for this 
amendment and said, no, we don’t want 
to do this now. This is working. 

What is working is a couple of days 
ago the Chairman of the Securities and 
Exchange Commission, our former col-
league Mr. Cox, said, we don’t need leg-
islation. We are in the process of 
changing this. All five of the Commis-
sioners appeared, and none of them 
asked us for legislation. Mr. Cox spe-
cifically said it is not needed. 

This is a vote of no confidence in 
Chris Cox and the SEC. They have said, 
yes, we should change this. We have 
more time. It is in a deferment period, 
and the SEC is in the process, along 
with the Public Company Accounting 
Oversight Board, of winding this down, 
of making it easier. 

Mr. Cox was asked just yesterday, 
well, what is this going to cost small 
business? He said, we don’t know yet, 
because we are changing it already for 
the big businesses that have to pay. 
But we are going to look at that, and 
we will make adjustments. 

So Chris Cox, on behalf of a unani-
mous SEC, three Republicans, two 
Democrats, along with the Republican 
Secretary of the Treasury Mr. 
PAULson, says we are fixing this. 
Please do not at this point legislate. 
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Of course, what we see is, if you lis-

ten to the gentleman from New Jersey, 
this is the beginning of an assault on 
Sarbanes-Oxley in general, because 
much of his speech was not about small 
business, it was about Sarbanes-Oxley 
in general, which he does not like and 
thinks is a terrible burden and is driv-
ing people overseas. 

b 2330 

It is not driving small business over-
seas. Nobody argues that. It is not driv-
ing small businesses off the New York 
Stock Exchange; they were never on it. 
So this is step one in the assault on 
Sarbanes-Oxley. It is an unnecessary 
assault because the SEC, under Chair-
man Cox, with a Republican majority 
and Secretary Paulson are already try-
ing to fix this problem. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank the gentleman for 
his comments and just point out that I 
also did not support No Child Left Be-
hind, the medicare bill, the immigra-
tion bill or SOX, and I do have a No 
Child Left Behind bill if you would like 
to sign on to reform that piece of legis-
lation. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. I yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I voted 
against No Child Left Behind. I under-
stand that. You have got nothing with 
Bush, and I understand that. I just felt 
sorry for the poor man being aban-
doned so much. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield such time as he may 
consume to the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. FEENEY) who has been a 
staunch advocate of businesses large 
and small and making sure that they 
are competitive and stay strong in this 
country. 

Mr. FEENEY. I want to thank the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. GAR-
RETT) because he has a great amend-
ment here. And I also want to recog-
nize my chairman, Mr. FRANK, because 
he is a passionate advocate for doing 
the right thing and balancing markets 
and freedom versus the social good. 

By the way, we are not renouncing 
everything that the Bush administra-
tion has done. Tax cuts and pro-growth 
issues, the fact that we have not had a 
terrorist strike since 9/11 are all a few 
things that we ought to recognize 
about the Bush administration. 

But look, Congress messed up before 
Congressman GARRETT and I got here. 
We are now outsourcing because of sec-
tion 404 of Sarbanes-Oxley America’s 
100-year lead in world capital markets. 
Like it or not, this was never debated 
in the House. It was added in the Sen-
ate; 264 words, section 404 was added. 
Nobody knew what the cost of this 
would be. 

By the way, the Securities and Ex-
change Commission testified in the 
Senate that it would cost the average 
company $92,000 a year. It turns out to 
be more like 30 times that. Being off by 

30 times is bad work even by govern-
ment standards. It’s amazing. 

I will tell you that one study pub-
lished by the American Enterprise In-
stitute and the Brookings Institute 
says that the drag on the American 
economy is equivalent to a $1.1 trillion 
regulatory tax on the U.S. economy. 
That is about an 8 percent tax on ev-
erything we do. It is unbelievable. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The time of 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
GARRETT) has expired. 

Mr. FEENEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts and the gentleman 
from New Jersey each be given an addi-
tional minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. I yield 

to the gentleman from Florida. 
Mr. FEENEY. I will tell you this, be-

fore Sarbanes-Oxley, foreign initial 
public offerings raised 90 cents of every 
new dollar in America. Now 90 cents of 
new dollar raised by international pub-
lic offerings is raised overseas. We are 
outsourcing America’s 100-year lead in 
capital markets. 

If we want Shanghai and Hong Kong 
and London to be the leader in capital 
markets, so be it. But we are fiddling 
while the capital markets burn. I ad-
mire my chairman, Mr. FRANK. I think 
it is too little too late to let the SEC 
fiddle while the capital markets of 
America burn to their death. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

I yield to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. GARRETT). 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr. 
Chairman, just a reflection on the com-
ments by the chairman. I appreciate 
the chairman wishing to defer to the 
expertise of the SEC. Would the chair-
man and the committee defer in the 
same manner to the SEC with regard 
to the issue of executive compensation 
as he does to the area of SOX. 

The problem with the testimony that 
we heard in committee the other day is 
that after repeated questioning from 
both sides of the aisle as to exactly 
what the cost will be on business in 
America through the SOX reform that 
they are proposing right now out of the 
SEC on both large and small busi-
nesses, their answer was basically ‘‘we 
don’t know.’’ 

They have had 2 years to look at it at 
the SEC, to come up with new rules 
and regulations, to try to bring down 
the complexity and the burden on busi-
nesses large and small. And after 2 
years, they don’t know. 

Congress has directed them and the 
message has been made clear to the 
SEC that the burden, as the gentleman 
from Florida has already pointed out, 
is excessive and we asked them repeat-
edly, can you categorize this? Can you 
pinpoint how much, if any, savings 
there will be for businesses? And they 
say they don’t know. 

So until they do know, all we are 
asking for is a 1-year extension so that 
small businesses can have an opportune 
time to learn the new regulations that 
are basically being promulgated as we 
speak before they have to implement 
them. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. FRANK). 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I 
thank the gentleman for yielding me 
time. 

First, as to executive compensation, 
the gentleman from New Jersey, he 
finds inconsistencies where none exist. 
They are kind of like Harvey, his invis-
ible rabbit. 

On executive compensation, the SEC 
has said when asked that they do not 
have the power to do what our bill 
does. That is very different than Sar-
banes-Oxley. With regard to Sarbanes- 
Oxley, Chris Cox has said I am doing 
this, so they are quite different. 

The SEC with executive compensa-
tion said we can make them say how 
much it will be; if you want to go fur-
ther, we have no power to do that. 

That is exactly the opposite of what 
they have said on Sarbanes-Oxley in 
which they said we are fixing this, and 
Chris Cox said there is no reason for 
you to legislate. 

The gentleman from New Jersey is 
being unfair to Chairman Cox in cari-
caturing him as saying ‘‘we don’t 
know.’’ 

What he said when asked what it 
would cost is very straightforward: 
‘‘We don’t know yet.’’ He said we are in 
the process of finding out because what 
the chairman said is we are downsizing 
Sarbanes-Oxley. We are downsizing it 
for everybody. We will know better 
after we see what the new require-
ments are for larger businesses, how 
much there will be saved for smaller 
businesses. 

The fact is that the gentleman from 
New Jersey quite graphically misrepre-
sented what the SEC said. The SEC did 
not say ‘‘we don’t know,’’ the SEC said 
‘‘we will tell you after we have had 
some experience.’’ 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Chairman, re-
claiming my time, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. FEENEY). 

Mr. FEENEY. I believe my friend 
from Massachusetts, who is a great 
chairman of the Committee on Finan-
cial Services, I would ask him: Is it 
true or is it not true that America’s 
market share of capital formation and 
capital control has declined since Sar-
banes-Oxley has been enacted? 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REGULA. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. The 
answer is ‘‘yes’’ for a variety of rea-
sons, but I want to make this point. It 
has nothing to do with this amend-
ment. The gentleman has proven my 
point. Small businesses don’t do IPOs. 
It is not in the small business area 
where the decline has happened. So 
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what we see here is small business has 
been taken hostage by people who 
never liked Sarbanes-Oxley because the 
argument the gentleman makes has 
nothing to do with the specifics of the 
gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. REGULA. Reclaiming my time, 
and I yield to the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. FEENEY). 

Mr. FEENEY. I thank the gentleman. 
The chairman is very sophisticated. 

He understands free markets more 
than anybody even though he doesn’t 
always believe in free markets. But the 
truth of the matter is we have lost our 
capital market leadership for the first 
time in 100 years. There may be other 
variables, and I would agree with the 
chairman. But one of the variables is 
Sarbanes-Oxley is discouraging invest-
ment in America. By the way, Amer-
ican investors are sending their money 
overseas. 

And I would ask the chairman very 
briefly: Do you agree or not agree that 
overtaxation, overregulation through 
Sarbanes-Oxley, and section 404, by the 
way, was never debated in the com-
mittee that you now chair. It was done 
in the Senate. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The time of 
the gentleman from Ohio has expired. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself such time as 
I may consume. 

Again, the gentleman from Florida 
has made a general assault on Sar-
banes-Oxley. He is now attacking 
Speaker HASTERT. The number of peo-
ple who are in trouble on the Repub-
lican side by this group grows and 
grows and grows. It is the Speaker of 
the House, the gentleman from Illinois, 
the former Speaker, who apparently 
acquiesced, inappropriately, according 
to the gentleman. Take it up with him, 
I would say to the gentleman. 

Mr. FEENEY. Would the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Brief-
ly. 

Mr. FEENEY. Was section 404 ever 
debated in the Financial Services Com-
mittee that you now chair? 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Be-
cause I was not the chairman, I do re-
member discussion of it during the con-
ference report. But reclaiming my 
time. 

Mr. FEENEY. Wait a minute, you 
didn’t answer the question. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. It is 
my time. 

Mr. FEENEY. Was 404 ever debated? 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Reg-

ular order, Mr. Chairman. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-

tleman from Massachusetts controls 
the time. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. The 
fact is that I will not allow my time to 
be diverted by internecine Republican 
warfare. You don’t like George Bush’s 
bill that he signed. You don’t think 
that Oxley did a very good job. You are 
upset at your own leadership proce-
durally. You think Chris Cox doesn’t 
know what he is doing. You disagree 
with Paulson. 

Mr. Chairman, they can fight it out. 
I would like to discuss substance. I’m 
not here to get even for past grievances 
that Republicans have with other Re-
publicans. 

Again, the gentleman from Florida’s 
assault has nothing to do with this 
amendment, but it is relevant in this 
sense: It shows that what we have here 
is the beginning of an attack on Sar-
banes-Oxley. 

The IPOs, small business don’t do 
IPOs. Small business hasn’t left Amer-
ica to go to England. That is the clear 
indication of what is up. 

Now to get back to the substance, 
Chairman Cox and the other members 
of the commission said we agree it 
went too far in the regulation. We are 
scaling it back. We are scaling it back 
first for the big businesses who will be 
affected by it, and we will learn from 
that scaling back how much it will 
help smaller businesses. 

Again, the gentleman from New Jer-
sey quite unfairly mischaracterized 
what the commissioners said. The com-
missioners didn’t say ‘‘we don’t know,’’ 
period. They said we don’t know now 
because we expect to get experience 
from the reductions in the scaling back 
we have already ordered, and that will 
tell us how that will help small busi-
ness. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I yield 
to the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. I quite 
candidly don’t recall in any of the 
questioning by my side of the aisle or 
yours that he used the word ‘‘yet.’’ 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. The 
gentleman is simply wrong. He made it 
very clear. I am quoting him almost 
verbatim when I say they said: We will 
find out from scaling back in general 
how much it will save, and then we will 
be able to tell you how much the sav-
ings will be. 

No, I am not yielding any more be-
cause this is just not a debatable issue. 
The five commissioners didn’t say sim-
ply ‘‘we don’t know.’’ They said, ‘‘We 
don’t know as of now, but we will know 
better once we have had this experi-
ence.’’ 

I want to go back and respond, the 
gentleman from Florida said the SEC is 
fiddling while capital markets burn. I 
don’t think Chris Cox is fiddling. 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the last word. 

Let me simply say, Mr. Chairman, I 
recognize this specific discussion is 
aimed at Sarbanes-Oxley. But in fact I 
have been around here for awhile, and 
I know that this occurs in the context 
of a much broader and much more in-
sidious pattern. 

The fact is if you take a look at what 
Republican controlled Congresses have 
tried to do since 1995, you will see that 
they have voted for appropriation after 
appropriation that cut the SEC budget 
even below the President’s request. 
What that meant was that while that 
agency’s workload was expanding and 

exploding, the ability of the SEC staff 
to keep up with that workload was 
being undermined by this body. 

The percentage of all corporate fil-
ings reviewed by the agency declined 
dramatically from 21 percent in 1991 to 
about 8 percent in 2000. Is it any won-
der that the Enrons of this world were 
convinced that they could get away 
with anything. After Enron failed and 
after we had a series of other corpora-
tions that failed, and their officers 
went to jail, people got scared. They 
decided we better do something or we 
will be seen as being complicit in the 
abandonment of government’s obliga-
tion to see that investors are pro-
tected. 

So what happened is they were scared 
finally in backing into passing Sar-
banes-Oxley. They fought it all the 
way. And now that it is on the books 
and the heat is off and the cops ain’t 
watching as much, then what are they 
doing, they once again want to whittle 
away at Sarbanes-Oxley. Not with my 
vote they are not going to. 

I yield to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts. 

b 2345 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Let 

me make the substantive argument 
here. 

Law enforcement in America is not 
totalitarian. It is not authoritarian. It 
requires a buy-in by those regulators. 
And that’s why this amendment would 
do so much damage. There is, of course, 
a disconnect between the amendment 
which hides behind small business and 
the broader attack on Sarbanes-Oxley 
that we have heard from the two 
speakers. 

But here’s where the connection 
comes in. The SEC, with the full back-
ing of Secretary Paulson, all these Re-
publican nominees, Secretary Paulson 
from Goldman Sachs, Chris Cox and 
the others, they understand that Sar-
banes-Oxley was overwritten in the 
regulatory phase. They are writing it 
down, but they don’t want people to 
just think this is chaos. They have 
asked us explicitly, the Secretary of 
the Treasury and the SEC, the Repub-
lican appointees, to let them work this 
out. They agree that it needs to be re-
duced. 

But if you start now with Congress 
piecemeal amending it, the degree of 
consensus they are trying to reach in 
the business community will erode. If 
people think, oh, we got one amend-
ment through, we got this piece out, 
then there will be others who want an-
other piece, people who have always re-
sented it. And Mr. Cox has been very 
careful to try to get, for instance, una-
nimity in the commission because he 
wants people not to think this is a 
chance he’s saying, it’s going one way, 
it’s going the other. And to begin now 
to whittle away at his authority, when 
he is in the process of doing exactly 
what critics of Sarbanes-Oxley as it 
now stands say they want to do, under-
mines his ability to reform this in an 
orderly way. 
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Mr. FEENEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. OBEY. I yield to the gentleman 

from Florida. 
Mr. FEENEY. When Sarbanes-Oxley 

was passed, America had roughly 48 
percent of the world capital market 
formation. We’re down to about 39 per-
cent. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask you, because 
you’re a good friend and you’re smart 
about this stuff, at what point will you 
say that there’s a problem? 

Mr. OBEY. I yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. First 
of all, does the gentleman not under-
stand that his question, as virtually all 
of his debate, has zero to do with the 
amendment he purports to be sup-
porting? 

The fact is that the problems, yes, in 
China they have decided to do it in 
Shanghai. I think there are a lot of 
reasons why there has been a shifting 
and we’re no longer overall in the 
world. But it has nothing to do with 
this amendment because it’s not about 
small business. We haven’t lost the 
share of small business. But the gen-
tleman has reinforced my point. I men-
tioned Shanghai. Shanghai is appro-
priate, because this amendment is an 
attempt to shanghai small business 
into the cause of undermining Sar-
banes-Oxley and undercutting the ef-
fort by the SEC, supported by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury—and I assume 
the Bush administration—to allow the 
process of scaling back Sarbanes-Oxley 
to be done in an orderly, reasonable 
fashion. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The time of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin has ex-
pired. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. GARRETT). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr. 
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. CONAWAY 
Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 6 offered by Mr. CONAWAY: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
TITLE IX—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 

PROVISIONS 
SEC. 901. It is the sense of the House of 

Representatives that any reduction in the 
amount appropriated by this Act achieved as 
a result of amendments adopted by the 
House should be dedicated to deficit reduc-
tion. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve a point of order on the gentle-
man’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A point of 
order is reserved. 

Pursuant to the order of the House of 
today, the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
CONAWAY) and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. CONAWAY. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Perhaps the next couple of hours, and 
certainly most of all day tomorrow, 
Member after Member on our side will 
come down here to these microphones 
and attempt to reduce spending in this 
appropriations bill. My amendment 
would fix a problem that they will have 
should they be successful in any of 
their amendments. 

Under our existing rules, the existing 
processes under which we work, the 
budget is passed and is allocated 
among the various programs under 
what we call a 302(b) allocation. Each 
of these subcommittees bring their 
bills down here in a total amount to be 
spent. As I have mentioned, Member 
after Member will come down here to 
attempt to convince a majority of us to 
reduce the spending that is included in 
the bill. Should they be successful, it’s 
not likely but should they be success-
ful in reducing that spending the little 
known secret, unknown outside the 
Beltway, is that the actual total 
amount of spending under the 302(b) al-
location will not change, no matter 
what we do here on this floor. It stays 
where it is. 

And so what my amendment would 
do, it would be to take those successful 
attempts to reduce spending and would 
funnel those dollars against the deficit 
that this country will continue to ex-
perience in 2008. If you look at the 
budget that was passed by the Demo-
crats, the budget shows a deficit for 
this year. So should we be successful 
on any of these bills, my amendment 
would allow the savings to go against 
the deficit and in future years should 
we have a surplus, it would actually 
allow the surplus to increase. 

So it’s a pretty straightforward con-
cept. Most folks back home understand 
when they save money in certain areas 
on spending, they have that money 
available to spend somewhere else, to 
put in savings, to reduce debt, to do all 
the kinds of things, but under our ar-
cane system here, that money simply 
stays with the committee and through 
some process in conference gets spent 
again should we be successful. 

I understand there’s a point of order 
that lies against this. I do not intend 
to push it, and I will withdraw my 
amendment, but I seek to point this 
out one more time to anyone who 
might be listening at this early hour in 
Hawaii or late here on the east coast. 

I would also like to get acknowledg-
ment that I’m getting my amendment 
out of the way tonight as opposed to 
tomorrow when the heavy lifting on 
the spending cuts will occur. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to withdraw my amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the amendment is withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. SOUDER 

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. SOUDER: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
TITLE IX—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 

PROVISIONS 
SEC. 901. None of the funds made available 

in this Act (including funds made available 
in title IV or VIII) may be used by the Dis-
trict of Columbia for any program of distrib-
uting sterile needles or syringes for the 
hypodermic injection of any illegal drug. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve a point of order on the gentle-
man’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A point of 
order is reserved. 

Pursuant to the order of the House of 
today, the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. SOUDER) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 3 minutes. 

This amendment would continue the 
existing ban on public funding for nee-
dle exchange programs in Washington, 
D.C. We have prohibited this since 1999, 
so we’ve done this for 7 years. We gen-
erally speaking have had votes in the 
House and Senate and voted over-
whelmingly not to have the taxpayers 
be heroin dealers. 

Intravenous drug use is associated 
with two epidemics, the spread of in-
fectious diseases such as HIV and hepa-
titis C and illicit drug abuse and the 
physical, economic and social damages 
it does. Needle exchange programs do 
not increase drug abuse. They main-
tain it, they sustain it, they support 
the intravenous drug use. 

Also, over the years, we can argue 
about the studies and we’ve argued on 
this on the House floor over and over 
about this study and that study. The 
best that you can say is studies are in-
conclusive. In fact, recent studies are 
moving to prove what I have alleged in 
these debates over the years, that 
there’s no significant impact on HIV 
infection, in fact, we merely subsidize 
heroin use. 

Responsible public health policy and 
compassion requires us to meet the pri-
mary illness, not just the outward 
symptoms of the disease. Addiction is 
what fuels HIV risk. Providing needles 
to addicts isn’t going to help end their 
addiction. It is not compassionate to 
enable addicts to continue their addic-
tion. What we need to do is get them 
off. For example, D.C. has actually re-
duced the funding for drug abuse and 
addiction treatment. They need to be 
focusing on addiction treatment, not 
providing free heroin needles. 

I want to speak briefly about Van-
couver, Canada, which was the model 
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in the western hemisphere. When they 
first implemented this program, I vis-
ited Vancouver and watched the dis-
tribution of needles. They assured me 
that this was going to get the problem 
under control, even though they saw 
rising drug abuse in the center city of 
Vancouver. By the next time I went up 
to Vancouver, they had multiple needle 
sites, that in fact some of the needle 
sites in downtown Vancouver were 
competing with each other and arguing 
over who got to provide the needles. We 
saw in many of these urban center 
areas, which has been repeated in New 
York and in other places where they’ve 
had these experimental programs that 
in fact it has increased codependency 
because in many of these areas where 
you see people who are being treated 
for a variety of different illnesses, you 
have homeless shelters, and we’ve seen 
a rise in codependency because the nee-
dle exchange programs and the heroin 
dealers are down where the needle ex-
change programs are and we’ve seen an 
increase and a rise in this. 

Recent studies out of Vancouver are 
continuing to prove on a steady, sys-
tematic way that it has been one colos-
sal failure that had been touted on this 
House floor as a solution to HIV. I be-
lieve that it is not only practically 
wrong for us to provide the funds 
through taxpayer funds to a program 
that is not only practically not effec-
tive in stopping HIV, it is, I believe, 
morally and ethically wrong to ask the 
taxpayers to in effect provide the very 
needles that keep people addicted to 
heroin. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Does the 
gentleman continue to reserve his 
point of order? 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I 
make a point of order against the 
amendment because it proposes to 
change existing law and constitutes 
legislation in an appropriation bill and 
therefore violates clause 2 of rule XXI. 

The rule states in pertinent part: 
‘‘An amendment to a general appro-
priation bill shall not be in order if 
changing existing law.’’ The amend-
ment requires a determination. 

I ask for a ruling from the Chair. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. Does any 

other Member wish to be heard on the 
point of order? 

If not, the Chair finds that this 
amendment imposes new duties on the 
Secretary. The amendment therefore 
constitutes legislation in violation of 
clause 2 of rule XXI. The point of order 
is sustained and the amendment is not 
in order. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. SOUDER 

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. SOUDER: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

TITLE IX—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 
PROVISIONS 

SEC. 901. None of the funds made available 
in this Act (including funds made available 
in title IV or VIII) may be used for the Pre-
vention Works or Whitman-Walker Clinic 
needle exchange programs. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of today, the 
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. SOUDER) 
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I was hoping that we could deal with 
this issue in a broader amendment and 
I misspoke. We have a battle on the 
House floor over direct funding. This is 
in particular a limitation and I under-
stood that under parliamentary rules 
my earlier amendment might be tossed 
out on grounds of trying to legislate on 
an appropriations bill. 

In the past, just for the record, the 
Rules Committee has always protected 
this amendment because we felt it was 
absolutely critical not to have the dis-
tribution of needles to heroin addicts 
in our capital city of America. But 
since the Rules Committee did not pro-
tect the general, this particular 
amendment in front of us doesn’t real-
ly have a broad, sweeping effect on the 
District of Columbia but in fact targets 
two programs that have in fact in the 
past ineffectively distributed needles 
and syringes. 

The general question is, and this is a 
proxy vote, is do you believe that nee-
dles should be distributed to heroin ad-
dicts by public enemies, and particu-
larly in our Nation’s Capital. Should 
we repeat in the streets of Washington, 
DC, what has failed in so many cities 
in the United States and around the 
world, in a, I believe, heartfelt honest 
attempt to reduce HIV virus, instead 
hasn’t reduced HIV virus or at least at 
best—there is dispute as to that—but 
has in fact increased and sustained her-
oin addiction in the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in very strong opposition to this 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, this is 
one of those amendments that leaves 
you scratching your head. This really 
is an issue that has been visited for so 
many years and well understood by the 
medical profession and activists and 
citizens throughout this country. We 
are not promoting the use of drugs. In 
fact, every needle exchange program 
that I am familiar with, including the 
one that exists in my congressional 
district, encourages people to seek 
treatment, demands in many cases 
that you seek treatment. But all it 
says is that while you are a drug ad-
dict, while you are trying to get off 

that addiction, that you not spread the 
HIV virus by sharing needles. 

This is a very sensible medical ap-
proach to a very serious social issue 
and a medical issue. When you have 
folks who are addicted, the impression 
that some people get is that this is 
some sort of a party that people go to 
and they get drugs by getting needles. 
What you get is a medical procedure 
that says you’re addicted, we want to 
help you, we want you to submit your-
self to treatment, but in the meantime 
we will ask you to use this needle rath-
er than one that you can share with 
someone else and either get the HIV 
virus or pass it on to someone else. 

Washington, DC, is number one in 
the Nation in AIDS cases right now. 
All this language says is that the local 
government will be able to use its local 
funds to put forth a needle exchange 
program. My God. To what extent will 
we continue in this House as we have 
in the past to take every social issue 
that we can’t win in our local districts 
and bring it and put it on the people of 
the District of Columbia and say this is 
how we want you to behave, because 
this is what I believe in and back home 
I can’t do this, so I’m going to do it on 
you and I’m going to do it to you. 

b 0000 
The mayor, city council, the leader-

ship, has asked over and over again, 
give us the opportunity to deal with 
this issue on our own, in our own way, 
and in our own terms. 

We are not, if I had my way, I would 
have said that Federal funds could be 
used for a needle exchange program. 
That’s who I am. But that’s not what 
this says. This simply says that those 
dollars that are raised locally by the 
people in the District of Columbia, that 
they can use it for a program that can 
save lives, that can stop the spread of 
AIDS, that can deal with an issue in 
the most proper and humane way. 

This is one of those issues where you 
have to go deep into your soul, into 
your heart and not deal with the rhet-
oric of what sounds right in a 30-second 
sound bite, but what is proper for pub-
lic safety, for public health, and for the 
human dignity of a person that already 
has a major problem. 

I have dealt with a lot of people who 
are addicted for a long time in my dis-
trict. I know the pain they go through. 
At the expense of perhaps making light 
of it, when they show up at a needle ex-
change program, they are not dressed 
in tuxedos with martinis in their hands 
having a ball. They are people who are 
hurting, hurting and trying to survive 
somehow. This may just give them a 
chance not to get sick, but perhaps just 
as important, or most importantly, not 
to make someone else sick. 

I would hope that the gentleman 
fully understands what this is. One, it’s 
local control over the destiny of the 
District of Columbia; and, secondly, it 
is a proper medical way for this society 
to deal with an issue. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 
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Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Chairman, may I 

ask how much time remains? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 

from Indiana has 31⁄2 minutes remain-
ing. 

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 21⁄2 minutes. 

First, I want to make it absolutely 
career that I have spent much of my 
career work on antinarcotics effort, 
and it is not a cavalier, cheap shot- 
type amendment here. I have visited 
the Vancouver multiple times. I have 
visited the heroin centers in Switzer-
land. I have been on the streets of New 
York and other areas where this has 
purported to do what the gentleman 
claims it does. It doesn’t. The gen-
tleman didn’t cite any study, to the de-
gree there are studies. I have already 
acknowledged they are mixed. But the 
net impact is it hasn’t seen a reduction 
in HIV use, and it has seen an increase 
in heroin use. 

Secondly, as far as Washington DC, 
they have 80 beds, capacity for 80 beds 
for detoxification. That is not a serious 
effort to reduce heroin. 

Thirdly, we fund the District of Co-
lumbia. It is our national capital. You 
can criticize or say that we micro-
manage, but, in fact, we provide much 
of the funding that goes in the District 
of Columbia, and it is, if not directly, 
at least indirectly taxpayer funds. Be-
cause it is a national capital, that is 
why it is set up as the District of Co-
lumbia. 

Now, I understand there is frustra-
tion with that, but we have also tried 
to limit any direct or indirect funds to 
heroin needle exchanges anywhere in 
the country. This isn’t targeted at 
Washington DC. You can look at my 
record. I am willing to target anybody 
on this program, because I don’t be-
lieve it reduces HIV. I do believe it in-
creases heroin addiction. I do believe 
that, in fact, it has been a well-in-
tended, as I said, program, that has 
worked out to be counterproductive. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, just 
one comment. First of all, the com-
mittee received a letter in support of 
removing the prohibition signed by 29 
leaders of medical, public health and 
social service organizations. 

In addition, while drug use is illegal, 
users should not have to pay with their 
lives. Studies conducted by the CDC, 
NIH, National Academies of Science 
and the GAO, which demonstrate that 
needle exchange programs reduce the 
incidence of HIV. I mean, this is an 
array of serious government agencies 
saying that this, in fact, reduces HIV. 

So, on the one hand we spent a lot of 
money in this country, both here at 
home and overseas. To the President’s 
credit, he has picked up the ball lately 
on that issue, and has responded better 
than in the past on the idea of fighting 
this disease throughout the world. 

Well, right here at home, right here 
in the Nation’s Capital, where the larg-
est number of people infected exist 

now, the largest ratio, we could deal 
with this by simply allowing them to 
do what they must do. 

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

First off, we have quoted study after 
study on this House floor, indirect 
studies contracted out by different peo-
ple at different times have, in fact, 
proven different things depending on 
what you want to try to prove. The net 
impact of it is it hasn’t reduced HIV, 
and it has not reduced but, in fact, we 
have seen heroin addiction go up. 

Medical associations are on both 
sides of the record on this issue, be-
cause on the early days of this issue it 
showed great promise, and there was 
great hope that, in fact, it might work, 
but that it has not. What we really 
need is drug treatment, not drug en-
able willing. What you can see when 
you go into these difference centers 
and visit them is, as a matter of fact, 
some people come in, they see it as a 
way to get clean needles. But when you 
analyze the studies, it’s not even that 
those who were using dirty needles 
used dirty needles less, they use heroin 
more. 

During the periods of time where 
they could get the needles at the dis-
tribution points, they get the needles 
at the distribution points. At other 
times, when they want to get caught 
up, they go get the dirty needles. It 
doesn’t even reduce. In a case-by-case 
basis, there’s not proven sustained evi-
dence that it even reduces the dirty 
needles of those who go to the centers. 
Unless you have round-the-clock con-
stant track usage in a controlled set-
ting, it simply doesn’t have the impact 
that it claims to have. 

I believe that this is good Federal 
policy that we have maintained since 
1999, and we should keep this policy. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
congratulate the gentleman from Indi-
ana. I was not aware of the fact that he 
had gotten a medical degree. I don’t 
think he is a doctor, and neither am I, 
and so I would submit that neither one 
of us are actually qualified to make 
final judgments about medical mat-
ters. 

But I am also bothered by something 
else. You know, I came here to be a 
Member of the United States Congress. 
I didn’t come here to be a Member of 
the D.C. City Council. I’m certainly 
not getting paid for it. I don’t know if 
the gentleman is, but I’m not, and I 
don’t feel like doing double duty as a 
city councilman at 7 minutes after 
midnight. I don’t even think I would 
feel like doing that tomorrow. 

But what I am bothered by is the 
idea that somehow we think we can 
come from our own communities, our 
own States, and then come to this 
town, because we happen to technically 

approve the district’s budget in a plan-
tation-type style, we, therefore, begin 
to tell the District of Columbia that we 
are going to decide what kind of med-
ical advice is relevant. I heard the gen-
tleman say this in debate, I believe it 
is wrong. 

Well, the gentleman is perfectly enti-
tled to that opinion, just as I am enti-
tled to my opinion. But the fact is that 
I don’t believe that it makes much 
sense for either Dr. SOUDER or Dr. OBEY 
to be telling D.C. how they can use 
their own money. I think it’s the 
height of arrogance on the part of the 
Congress. 

If you want to dictate to commu-
nities, would you dare go home and dic-
tate to your own hometown what the 
city council ought to do? Would you 
say that because we provide Federal 
money to your city council, that some-
how we should decide what their policy 
ought to be on medical matters? I don’t 
think so. 

I am baffled by people, especially by 
conservatives, who every day will pro-
fess to believe in local control, States’ 
rights and the like, but then when it 
comes to the District of Columbia, 
they say, well, because we have a spe-
cial opportunity, we are going to im-
pose our judgment on yours. I don’t 
think this is about the issue of needle 
exchange or drugs. I detest drugs. My 
God, look what they have done to Rush 
Limbaugh. 

But for God’s sake, it seems to me 
that we ought to have enough restraint 
to recognize that if we wanted to dic-
tate to the D.C. what their policies 
ought to be, then we ought to resign 
from Congress and run for city council 
for the District of Columbia, or maybe 
even mayor. 

But until that time, it seems to me 
that the District of Columbia govern-
ment has the right to make their own 
choices even if they are wrong. 

Now, Will Rogers said once that when 
two people agree on everything, one of 
them is unnecessary. 

I would submit that I don’t have to 
agree with the gentleman’s opinion, 
and he doesn’t have to agree with mine 
to recognize that we have got a right 
to state those opinions and follow up 
on them on Federal matters. But we 
are interfering in the operation of a 
local city, and we have no right to do 
that on education, on drugs or any-
thing else. 

You learn from your own mistakes, 
and if the District of Columbia is mak-
ing the wrong choice, then I suspect in 
time evidence will show they made the 
wrong choice. 

But, until then, we are imposing our 
own judgment on a life-threatening 
matter. As one layman to another, 
that makes no sense whatsoever. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 
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Mr. REGULA. I yield to the gen-

tleman from Indiana. 
Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Chairman, as my 

friend from Wisconsin knows my issue 
on this commitment goes far beyond 
the District of Columbia. This doesn’t 
have anything to do with the goal of 
being a city council member in the Dis-
trict of Columbia. 

I believe any type of funding of her-
oin needles is counterproductive, and 
there are plenty of medical experts on 
both sides who will make that argu-
ment either direction. But evidence is 
increasingly proving that the one 
group of doctors, the one group of re-
searchers and the 7 years of legislation 
here are being proven correct, and time 
will prove them even more correct. 

But I do want to address the under-
lying fundamental question on whether 
we have a right to legislate in the Dis-
trict of Columbia. 

Obviously, the Constitution from the 
founding of this country has treated 
the District of Columbia differently. 
It’s our national capital. We have in-
creasingly given them more flexibility. 

I think that that is, generally speak-
ing, a good thing. But we don’t have a 
Fort Wayne, Indiana, appropriations 
bill that comes to the floor. We get 
some funding, but there are not special 
bills that come from taxpayer dollars 
all over America. Nor is there a north-
ern Wisconsin funding bill that comes 
to the House floor. 

When we take large sums of money 
from our districts that then gets used 
in policies, in our national capital, 
that was set up to be different than the 
other States, with different guidelines 
and difference regulations, then we do 
have some obligation to the taxpayers 
in our district and to our Nation that 
chose us as the national capital and an 
appropriations process that set us up 
where we are taking funds from other 
States because this is our national cap-
ital, and which none of us resents put-
ting funds in because it’s our national 
capital. We use much of the space here, 
we have put certain restrictions in the 
city. 

I believe we are justified then in try-
ing to do wise policies to the degree 
possible when necessary in the city. 
But my opposition to heroin needles is 
not just restricted to District of Co-
lumbia. This is bad policy that does 
not help the HIV problem and does ex-
pand the heroin problem. 

Mr. OBEY. Would the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. REGULA. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. OBEY. Let me simply say, I 
would agree with the gentleman if his 
amendment was limited only to the 
money that we are appropriating to the 
District of Columbia. What I don’t 
agree with is when we impose that 
same judgment on the use of their local 
money. 

Mr. SOUDER. Would the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. REGULA. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Indiana. 

Mr. SOUDER. The point is, we have 
debated this in multiple ways, we had 
faith-based debates. We had the debate 
the other day on international family 
planning. Money is fungible, and it’s 
very difficult to sort out which is 
which when it’s this big amount of 
funds we put into the city. 

Mr. REGULA. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, in an-
ticipation of the possibility that we 
would allow them to use their local 
dollars, the District of Columbia al-
ready has put together a plan, a very 
comprehensive plan to deal with this 
issue. 

b 0015 

That is the plan presented to the 
committee by Dr. Greg Payne, the Di-
rector of the Department of Health. In 
it, they speak about the dollars they 
want to spend and the agencies they 
want to deal with at the local level. 
They are very serious about the fact 
that they want this done, and we 
should be supportive of it. 

I did not, in my comments, intend, 
nor do I now, to question the gentle-
man’s commitment to his belief that 
this is not a good program. I respect 
that. I disagree with you, but that was 
never my intent, if that’s what you got 
out of it. 

But I know that you would not be 
able to present this kind of an ap-
proach anywhere else except when it 
comes to dealing with the District of 
Columbia because it is, for all intents 
and purposes, a territory or a colony. 
And I take that very seriously because 
I was born there, an America colony. 
And I’ll be darned if I’m going to be the 
Governor, now in charge by the Con-
gress of a colony. I don’t want to do to 
D.C. what I feel has been done to my 
birthplace for 109 years. I fight every 
day to make that a better situation. 

And I think what’s happened is some-
where along the way we discovered in 
Congress, and at times it’s been done 
by everybody, we discovered in Con-
gress that there was a playground, 
there was a place where we could put 
forth issues that we thought were im-
portant issues. And so if you look at 
the provisions that prohibit local and/ 
or Federal funds from being used in 
D.C., you see everything from the abor-
tion issue to the gay issue, to the do-
mestic partners issue, to the needle ex-
change issue; just about every issue 
that we have ever decided is important 
in this country, we’ve used D.C. as the 
example. And why? Because they can’t 
fight back because they’re powerless 
because they are, indeed, a colony. 

Well, I don’t know how long I’m 
going to be chairman of this com-
mittee, but as long as I’m chairman of 
this committee, I will work hard on 
many issues, and one of them is to al-
leviate the burden of the District of Co-

lumbia to have to be treated like a col-
ony of the U.S. Congress. 

Let us do this locally. Let us all de-
cide that if you really believe in some-
thing like this, do it locally. 

Let me read to you something that 
Mayor Fenty wrote to us. And I always 
mention the fact, and I don’t want to 
put my ranking member in a difficult 
situation, although, you know, he’s 
tough enough to handle it, but he and 
I are big fans of this Mayor. We’re big 
fans of the vision he presents. We’re big 
fans of giving the District every oppor-
tunity to succeed. He says it more than 
I do. In every opening statement, at 
every committee hearing, he brings up 
D.C. as something, a group of people he 
wants to help. 

The Mayor says, statistics in 2005 
show that D.C. has the highest rate of 
AIDS cases in the country, a rate that 
is over six times the national average. 
An estimated 1 in 20 D.C. residents is 
infected with HIV. Nearly 1 in 50 has 
full-blown AIDS. 

My God, if this is true, and it is, then 
why wouldn’t we let them at least use 
their local funds to deal with this 
issue? 

You know, I don’t know 50 years from 
now how we’re going to be judged, but 
I think that an issue that may not get 
the importance it gets now, like this 
one, will be one of the ones that will 
judge all of us as to what we did when 
we had an opportunity to do some-
thing. 

Mr. SOUDER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. SERRANO. Absolutely. 
Mr. SOUDER. I want to make just 

two brief points. One is Vancouver, 
when they were first looking at it be-
cause of their at that time rising AIDS 
rates, which were not nearly as high at 
D.C., had a similar plan, or met with 
similar people from the medical com-
munity, and they’ve been proven 
wrong. Just because you have a plan 
and it came from the medical commu-
nity does not mean it will work, and 
the program hasn’t worked. 

But I do want to make, if I could, one 
personal clarification. I am more than 
willing and have worked to put this re-
striction on every city in America. I 
don’t distinguish Washington, D.C., 
from others, and I don’t appreciate the 
implication that I would treat it like a 
plantation. I believe this restriction 
ought to apply to every city. 

Mr. SERRANO. Well, with all due re-
spect, and reclaiming my time, you 
may not feel that it’s treated like a 
plantation, you may not feel that it’s 
treated like a colony, but let me tell 
you, I don’t know a plantation, but I 
know a colony, and we do treat it like 
a colony. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. 
SOUDER). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 
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The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 

clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana will be 
postponed. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I 
move that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. LI-
PINSKI) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
ALTMIRE, Acting Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 2829), making appropria-
tions for financial services and general 
government for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses, had come to no resolution there-
on. 

f 

PUBLICATION OF THE RULES OF 
THE COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS 
OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT, 110TH 
CONGRESS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Mrs. JONES) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Madam Speaker, I 
submit for publication the attached copy of the 
Rules of the Committee on Standards of Offi-
cial Conduct for the U.S. House of Represent-
atives for the 11Oth Congress. The Committee 
on Standards of Official Conduct adopted 
these rules pursuant to House Rule XI, clause 
2(a)(1) on February 16, 2007. I am submitting 
these rules for publication in compliance with 
House Rule XI, clause 2(a)(2). 

RULES—COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF 
OFFICIAL CONDUCT 

ADOPTED FEBRUARY 16, 2007 
FOREWORD 

The Committee on Standards of Official 
Conduct is unique in the House of Represent-
atives. Consistent with the duty to carry out 
its advisory and enforcement responsibilities 
in an impartial manner, the Committee is 
the only standing committee of the House of 
Representatives the membership of which is 
divided evenly by party. These rules are in-
tended to provide a fair procedural frame-
work for the conduct of the Committee’s ac-
tivities and to help insure that the Com-
mittee serves well the people of the United 
States, the House of Representatives, and 
the Members, officers, and employees of the 
House of Representatives. 

PART I—GENERAL COMMITTEE RULES 
Rule 1. General Provisions 

(a) So far as applicable, these rules and the 
Rules of the House of Representatives shall 
be the rules of the Committee and any sub-
committee. The Committee adopts these 
rules under the authority of clause 2(a)(I) of 
Rule XI of the Rules of the House of Rep-
resentatives, 110th Congress. 

(b) The rules of the Committee may be 
modified, amended, or repealed by a vote of 
a majority of the Committee. 

(c) When the interests of justice so require, 
the Committee, by a majority vote of its 
members, may adopt any special procedures, 
not inconsistent with these rules, deemed 
necessary to resolve a particular matter be-
fore it. Copies of such special procedures 
shall be furnished to all parties in the mat-
ter. 

(d) The Chairman and Ranking Minority 
Member shall have access to such informa-

tion that they request as necessary to con-
duct Committee business. 

Rule 2. Definitions 
(a) ‘‘Committee’’ means the Committee on 

Standards of Official Conduct. 
(b) ‘‘Complaint’’ means a written allega-

tion of improper conduct against a Member, 
officer, or employee of the House of Rep-
resentatives filed with the Committee with 
the intent to initiate an inquiry. 

(c) ‘‘Inquiry’’ means an investigation by an 
investigative subcommittee into allegations 
against a Member, officer, or employee of 
the House of Representatives. 

(d) ‘‘Investigative Subcommittee’’ means a 
subcommittee designated pursuant to Rule 
19(a) to conduct an inquiry to determine if a 
Statement of Alleged Violation should be 
issued. 

(e) ‘‘Statement of Alleged Violation’’ 
means a formal charging document filed by 
an investigative subcommittee with the 
Committee containing specific allegations 
against a Member, officer, or employee of 
the House of Representatives of a violation 
of the Code of Official Conduct, or of a law, 
rule, regulation, or other standard of con-
duct applicable to the performance of official 
duties or the discharge of official respon-
sibilities. 

(f) ‘‘Adjudicatory Subcommittee’’ means a 
subcommittee designated pursuant to Rule 
23(a), that holds an adjudicatory hearing and 
determines whether the counts in a State-
ment of Alleged Violation are proved by 
clear and convincing evidence. 

(g) ‘‘Sanction Hearing’’ means a Com-
mittee hearing to determine what sanction, 
if any, to adopt or to recommend to the 
House of Representatives. 

(h) ‘‘Respondent’’ means a Member, officer, 
or employee of the House of Representatives 
who is the subject of a complaint filed with 
the Committee or who is the subject of an in-
quiry or a Statement of Alleged Violation. 

(i) ‘‘Office of Advice and Education’’ refers 
to the Office established by section 803(i) of 
the Ethics Reform Act of 1989. The Office 
handles inquiries; prepares written opinions 
in response to specific requests; develops 
general guidance; and organizes seminars, 
workshops, and briefings for the benefit of 
the House of Representatives. 

(j) ‘‘Member’’ means a Representative in, 
or a Delegate to, or the Resident Commis-
sioner to, the U.S. House of Representatives. 

Rule 3. Advisory Opinions and Waivers 
(a) The Office of Advice and Education 

shall handle inquiries; prepare written opin-
ions providing specific advice; develop gen-
eral guidance; and organize seminars, work-
shops, and briefings for the benefit of the 
House of Representatives. 

(b) Any Member, officer, or employee of 
the House of Representatives, may request a 
written opinion with respect to the propriety 
of any current or proposed conduct of such 
Member, officer, or employee. 

(c) The Office of Advice and Education may 
provide information and guidance regarding 
laws, rules, regulations, and other standards 
of conduct applicable to Members, officers, 
and employees in the performance of their 
duties or the discharge of their responsibil-
ities. 

(d) In general, the Committee shall provide 
a written opinion to an individual only in re-
sponse to a written request, and the written 
opinion shall address the conduct only of the 
inquiring individual, or of persons for whom 
the inquiring individual is responsible as em-
ploying authority. 

(e) A written request for an opinion shall 
be addressed to the Chairman of the Com-
mittee and shall include a complete and ac-
curate statement of the relevant facts. A re-
quest shall be signed by the requester or the 

requester’s authorized representative or em-
ploying authority. A representative shall 
disclose to the Committee the identity of the 
principal on whose behalf advice is being 
sought. 

(f) The Office of Advice and Education 
shall prepare for the Committee a response 
to each written request for an opinion from 
a Member, officer or employee. Each re-
sponse shall discuss all applicable laws, 
rules, regulations, or other standards. 

(g) Where a request is unclear or incom-
plete, the Office of Advice and Education 
may seek additional information from the 
requester. 

(h) The Chairman and Ranking Minority 
Member are authorized to take action on be-
half of the Committee on any proposed writ-
ten opinion that they determine does not re-
quire consideration by the Committee. If the 
Chairman or Ranking Minority Member re-
quests a written opinion, or seeks a waiver, 
extension, or approval pursuant to Rules 
3(1), 4(c), 4(e), or 4(h), the next ranking mem-
ber of the requester’s party is authorized to 
act in lieu of the requester. 

(i) The Committee shall keep confidential 
any request for advice from a Member, offi-
cer, or employee, as well as any response 
thereto. 

(j) The Committee may take no adverse ac-
tion in regard to any conduct that has been 
undertaken in reliance on a written opinion 
if the conduct conforms to the specific facts 
addressed in the opinion. 

(k) Information provided to the Committee 
by a Member, officer, or employee seeking 
advice regarding prospective conduct may 
not be used as the basis for initiating an in-
vestigation under clause 3(a)(2) or clause 3(b) 
of Rule XI of the Rules of the House of Rep-
resentatives, if such Member, officer, or em-
ployee acts in good faith in accordance with 
the written advice of the Committee. 

(l) A written request for a waiver of clause 
5 of House Rule XXV (the House gift rule), or 
for any other waiver or approval, shall be 
treated in all respects like any other request 
for a written opinion. 

(m) A written request for a waiver of 
clause 5 of House Rule XXV (the House gift 
rule) shall specify the nature of the waiver 
being sought and the specific circumstances 
justifying the waiver. 

(n) An employee seeking a waiver of time 
limits applicable to travel paid for by a pri-
vate source shall include with the request 
evidence that the employing authority is 
aware of the request. In any other instance 
where proposed employee conduct may re-
flect on the performance of official duties, 
the Committee may require that the re-
quester submit evidence that the employing 
authority knows of the conduct. 

Rule 4. Financial Disclosure 
(a) In matters relating to Title I of the 

Ethics in Government Act of 1978, the Com-
mittee shall coordinate with the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives, Legislative Re-
source Center, to assure that appropriate in-
dividuals are notified of their obligation to 
file Financial Disclosure Statements and 
that such individuals are provided in a time-
ly fashion with filing instructions and forms 
developed by the Committee. 

(b) The Committee shall coordinate with 
the Legislative Resource Center to assure 
that information that the Ethics in Govern-
ment Act requires to be placed on the public 
record is made public. 

(c) The Chairman and Ranking Minority 
Member are authorized to grant on behalf of 
the Committee requests for reasonable ex-
tensions of time for the filing of Financial 
Disclosure Statements. Any such request 
must be received by the Committee no later 
than the date on which the statement in 
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question is due. A request received after such 
date may be granted by the Committee only 
in extraordinary circumstances. Such exten-
sions for one individual in a calendar year 
shall not exceed a total of 90 days. No exten-
sion shall be granted authorizing a non-
incumbent candidate to file a statement 
later than 30 days prior to a primary or gen-
eral election in which the candidate is par-
ticipating. 

(d) An individual who takes legally suffi-
cient action to withdraw as a candidate be-
fore the date on which that individual’s Fi-
nancial Disclosure Statement is due under 
the Ethics in Government Act shall not be 
required to file a Statement. An individual 
shall not be excused from filing a Financial 
Disclosure Statement when withdrawal as a 
candidate occurs after the date on which 
such Statement was due. 

(e) Any individual who files a report re-
quired to be filed under title I of the Ethics 
in Government Act more than 30 days after 
the later of— 

(1) the date such report is required to be 
filed, or 

(2) if a filing extension is granted to such 
individual, the last day of the filing exten-
sion period, is required by such Act to pay a 
late filing fee of $200. The Chairman and 
Ranking Minority Member are authorized to 
approve requests that the fee be waived 
based on extraordinary circumstances. 

(f) Any late report that is submitted with-
out a required filing fee shall be deemed pro-
cedurally deficient and not properly filed. 

(g) The Chairman and Ranking Minority 
Member are authorized to approve requests 
for waivers of the aggregation and reporting 
of gifts as provided by section 102(a)(2)(C) of 
the Ethics in Government Act. If such a re-
quest is approved, both the incoming request 
and the Committee response shall be for-
warded to the Legislative Resource Center 
for placement on the public record. 

(h) The Chairman and Ranking Minority 
Member are authorized to approve blind 
trusts as qualifying under section 102(t)(3) of 
the Ethics in Government Act. The cor-
respondence relating to formal approval of a 
blind trust, the trust document, the list of 
assets transferred to the trust, and any other 
documents required by law to be made pub-
lic, shall be forwarded to the Legislative Re-
source Center for such purpose. 

(i) The Committee shall designate staff 
counsel who shall review Financial Disclo-
sure Statements and, based upon informa-
tion contained therein, indicate in a form 
and manner prescribed by the Committee 
whether the Statement appears substan-
tially accurate and complete and the filer 
appears to be in compliance with applicable 
laws and rules. 

(j) Each Financial Disclosure Statement 
shall be reviewed within 60 days after the 
date of filing. 

(k) If the reviewing counsel believes that 
additional information is required because 
(1) the Statement appears not substantially 
accurate or complete, or (2) the filer may not 
be in compliance with applicable laws or 
rules, then the reporting individual shall be 
notified in writing of the additional informa-
tion believed to be required, or of the law or 
rule with which the reporting individual does 
not appear to be in compliance. Such notice 
shall also state the time within which a re-
sponse is to be submitted. Any such notice 
shall remain confidential. 

(l) Within the time specified, including any 
extension granted in accordance with clause 
(c), a reporting individual who concurs with 
the Committee’s notification that the State-
ment is not complete, or that other action is 
required, shall submit the necessary infor-
mation or take appropriate action. Any 
amendment may be in the form of a revised 

Financial Disclosure Statement or an ex-
planatory letter addressed to the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives. 

(m) Any amendment shall be placed on the 
public record in the same manner as other 
Statements. The individual designated by 
the Committee to review the original State-
ment shall review any amendment thereto. 

(n) Within the time specified, including 
any extension granted in accordance with 
clause (c), a reporting individual who does 
not agree with the Committee that the 
Statement is deficient or that other action is 
required, shall be provided an opportunity to 
respond orally or in writing. If the expla-
nation is accepted, a copy of the response, if 
written, or a note summarizing an oral re-
sponse, shall be retained in Committee files 
with the original report. 

(o) The Committee shall be the final arbi-
ter of whether any Statement requires clari-
fication or amendment. 

(p) If the Committee determines, by vote of 
a majority of its members, that there is rea-
son to believe that an individual has will-
fully failed to file a Statement or has will-
fully falsified or willfully failed to file infor-
mation required to be reported, then the 
Committee shall refer the name of the indi-
vidual, together with the evidence sup-
porting its finding, to the Attorney General 
pursuant to section 104(b) of the Ethics in 
Government Act. Such referral shall not pre-
clude the Committee from initiating such 
other action as may be authorized by other 
provisions of law or the Rules of the House of 
Representatives. 

Rule 5. Meetings 
(a) The regular meeting day of the Com-

mittee shall be the second Wednesday of 
each month, except when the House of Rep-
resentatives is not meeting on that day. 
When the Committee Chairman determines 
that there is sufficient reason, a meeting 
may be called on additional days. A regu-
larly scheduled meeting need not be held 
when the Chairman determines there is no 
business to be considered. 

(b) The Chairman shall establish the agen-
da for meetings of the Committee and the 
Ranking Minority Member may place addi-
tional items on the agenda. 

(c) All meetings of the Committee or any 
subcommittee shall occur in executive ses-
sion unless the Committee or subcommittee, 
by an affirmative vote of a majority of its 
members, opens the meeting or hearing to 
the public. 

(d) Any hearing held by an adjudicatory 
subcommittee or any sanction hearing held 
by the Committee shall be open to the public 
unless the Committee or subcommittee, by 
an affirmative vote of a majority of its mem-
bers, closes the hearing to the public. 

(e) A subcommittee shall meet at the dis-
cretion of its Chairman. 

(f) Insofar as practicable, notice for any 
Committee or subcommittee meeting shall 
be provided at least seven days in advance of 
the meeting. The Chairman of the Com-
mittee or subcommittee may waive such 
time period for good cause. 

Rule 6. Committee Staff 
(a) The staff is to be assembled and re-

tained as a professional, nonpartisan staff. 
(b) Each member of the staff shall be pro-

fessional and demonstrably qualified for the 
position for which he is hired. 

(c) The staff as a whole and each individual 
member of the staff shall perform all official 
duties in a nonpartisan manner. 

(d) No member of the staff shall engage in 
any partisan political activity directly af-
fecting any congressional or presidential 
election. 

(e) No member of the staff or outside coun-
sel may accept public speaking engagements 

or write for publication on any subject that 
is in any way related to his or her employ-
ment or duties with the Committee without 
specific prior approval from the Chairman 
and Ranking Minority Member. 

(f) All staff members shall be appointed by 
an affirmative vote of a majority of the 
members of the Committee. Such vote shall 
occur at the first meeting of the membership 
of the Committee during each Congress and 
as necessary during the Congress. 

(g) Subject to the approval of the Com-
mittee on House Administration, the Com-
mittee may retain counsel not employed by 
the House of Representatives whenever the 
Committee determines, by an affirmative 
vote of a majority of the members of the 
Committee, that the retention of outside 
counsel is necessary and appropriate. 

(h) If the Committee determines that it is 
necessary to retain staff members for the 
purpose of a particular investigation or 
other proceeding, then such staff shall be re-
tained only for the duration of that par-
ticular investigation or proceeding. 

(i) Outside counsel may be dismissed prior 
to the end of a contract between the Com-
mittee and such counsel only by a majority 
vote of the members of the Committee. 

(j) In addition to any other staff provided 
for by law, rule, or other authority, with re-
spect to the Committee, the Chairman and 
Ranking Minority Member each may appoint 
one individual as a shared staff member from 
his or her personal staff to perform service 
for the Committee. Such shared staff may 
assist the Chairman or Ranking Minority 
Member on any subcommittee on which he 
serves. Only paragraphs (c) and (e) of this 
Rule and Rule 7 (b) shall apply to shared 
staff. 

Rule 7. Confidentiality 
(a) Before any Member or employee of the 

Committee, including members of an inves-
tigative subcommittee selected under clause 
5(a)(4) of Rule X of the House of Representa-
tives and shared staff designated pursuant to 
Committee Rule 6(j), may have access to in-
formation that is confidential under the 
rules of the Committee, the following oath 
(or affirmation) shall be executed in writing: 

‘‘I do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will 
not disclose, to any person or entity outside 
the Committee on Standards of Official Con-
duct, any information received in the course 
of my service with the Committee, except as 
authorized by the Committee or in accord-
ance with its rules.’’ 

Copies of the executed oath shall be pro-
vided to the Clerk of the House as part of the 
records of the House. Breaches of confiden-
tiality shall be investigated by the Com-
mittee and appropriate action shall be 
taken. 

(b) No member of the staff or outside coun-
sel may make public, unless approved by an 
affirmative vote of a majority of the mem-
bers of the Committee, any information, doc-
ument, or other material that is confiden-
tial, derived from executive session, or clas-
sified and that is obtained during the course 
of employment with the Committee. 

(c) Committee members and staff shall not 
disclose any evidence relating to an inves-
tigation to any person or organization out-
side the Committee unless authorized by the 
Committee. 

(d) Members and staff of the Committee 
shall not disclose to any person or organiza-
tion outside the Committee, unless author-
ized by the Committee, any information re-
garding the Committee’s or a subcommit-
tee’s investigative, adjudicatory or other 
proceedings, including but not limited to: (i) 
the fact or nature of any complaints; (ii) ex-
ecutive session proceedings; (iii) information 
pertaining to or copies of any Committee or 
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subcommittee report, study or other docu-
ment which purports to express the views, 
findings, conclusions or recommendations of 
the Committee or subcommittee in connec-
tion with any of its activities or proceedings; 
or (iv) any other information or allegation 
respecting the conduct of a Member, officer 
or employee of the House. 

(e) Except as otherwise specifically author-
ized by the Committee, no Committee mem-
ber or staff member shall disclose to any per-
son outside the Committee, the name of any 
witness subpoenaed to testify or to produce 
evidence. 

(f) The Committee shall not disclose to any 
person or organization outside the Com-
mittee any information concerning the con-
duct of a respondent until it has transmitted 
a Statement of Alleged Violation to such re-
spondent and the respondent has been given 
full opportunity to respond pursuant to Rule 
22. The Statement of Alleged Violation and 
any written response thereto shall be made 
public at the first meeting or hearing on the 
matter that is open to the public after such 
opportunity has been provided. Any other 
materials in the possession of the Committee 
regarding such statement may be made pub-
lic as authorized by the Committee to the 
extent consistent with the Rules of the 
House of Representatives. If no public hear-
ing is held on the matter, the Statement of 
Alleged Violation and any written response 
thereto shall be included in the Committee’s 
final report on the matter to the House of 
Representatives. 

(g) Unless otherwise determined by a vote 
of the Committee, only the Chairman or 
Ranking Minority Member of the Com-
mittee, after consultation with each other, 
may make public statements regarding mat-
ters before the Committee or any sub-
committee. 

(h) The Committee may establish proce-
dures necessary to prevent the unauthorized 
disclosure of any testimony or other infor-
mation received by the Committee or its 
staff. 

Rule 8. Subcommittees—General Policy and 
Structure 

(a) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
these Rules, the Chairman and Ranking Mi-
nority Member of the Committee may con-
sult with an investigative subcommittee ei-
ther on their own initiative or on the initia-
tive of the subcommittee, shall have access 
to evidence and information before a sub-
committee with whom they so consult, and 
shall not thereby be precluded from serving 
as full, voting members of any adjudicatory 
subcommittee. Except for the Chairman and 
Ranking Minority Member of the Committee 
pursuant to this paragraph, evidence in the 
possession of an investigative subcommittee 
shall not be disclosed to other Committee 
members except by a vote of the sub-
committee. 

(b) The Committee may establish other 
noninvestigative and nonadjudicatory sub-
committees and may assign to them such 
functions as it may deem appropriate. The 
membership of each subcommittee shall pro-
vide equal representation for the majority 
and minority parties. 

(c) The Chairman may refer any bill, reso-
lution, or other matter before the Com-
mittee to an appropriate subcommittee for 
consideration. Any such bill, resolution, or 
other matter may be discharged from the 
subcommittee to which it was referred by a 
majority vote of the Committee. 

(d) Any member of the Committee may sit 
with any noninvestigative or nonadjudica-
tory subcommittee, but only regular mem-
bers of such subcommittee may vote on any 
matter before that subcommittee. 

Rule 9. Quorums and Member 
Disqualification 

(a) The quorum for an investigative sub-
committee to take testimony and to receive 
evidence shall be two members, unless other-
wise authorized by the House of Representa-
tives. 

(b) The quorum for an adjudicatory sub-
committee to take testimony, receive evi-
dence, or conduct business shall consist of a 
majority plus one of the members of the ad-
judicatory subcommittee. 

(c) Except as stated in clauses (a) and (b) of 
this rule, a quorum for the purpose of con-
ducting business consists of a majority of 
the members of the Committee or sub-
committee. 

(d) A member of the Committee shall be in-
eligible to participate in any Committee or 
subcommittee proceeding in which he is the 
respondent. 

(e) A member of the Committee may dis-
qualify himself from participating in any in-
vestigation of the conduct of a Member, offi-
cer, or employee of the House of Representa-
tives upon the submission in writing and 
under oath of an affidavit of disqualification 
stating that the member cannot render an 
impartial and unbiased decision. If the Com-
mittee approves and accepts such affidavit of 
disqualification, or if a member is disquali-
fied pursuant to Rule 17(e) or Rule 23(a), the 
Chairman shall so notify the Speaker and 
ask the Speaker to designate a Member of 
the House of Representatives from the same 
political party as the disqualified member of 
the Committee to act as a member of the 
Committee in any Committee proceeding re-
lating to such investigation. 

Rule 10. Vote Requirements 
(a) The following actions shall be taken 

only upon an affirmative vote of a majority 
of the members of the Committee or sub-
committee, as appropriate: 

(1) Issuing a subpoena. 
(2) Adopting a full Committee motion to 

create an investigative subcommittee. 
(3) Adoption or amendment of a Statement 

of Alleged Violation. 
(4) Finding that a count in a Statement of 

Alleged Violation has been proved by clear 
and convincing evidence. 

(5) Sending a letter of reproval. 
(6) Adoption of a recommendation to the 

House of Representatives that a sanction be 
imposed. 

(7) Adoption of a report relating to the 
conduct of a Member, officer, or employee. 

(8) Issuance of an advisory opinion of gen-
eral applicability establishing new policy. 

(b) Except as stated in clause (a), action 
may be taken by the Committee or any sub-
committee thereof by a simple majority, a 
quorum being present. 

(c) No motion made to take any of the ac-
tions enumerated in clause (a) of this Rule 
may be entertained by the Chair unless a 
quorum of the Committee is present when 
such motion is made. 

Rule 11. Committee Records 
(a) All communications and all pleadings 

pursuant to these rules shall be filed with 
the Committee at the Committee’s office or 
such other place as designated by the Com-
mittee. 

(b) All records of the Committee which 
have been delivered to the Archivist of the 
United States shall be made available to the 
public in accordance with Rule VII of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives. 

Rule 12. Broadcasts of Committee and 
Subcommittee Proceedings 

(a) Television or radio coverage of a Com-
mittee or subcommittee hearing or meeting 
shall be without commercial sponsorship. 

(b) No witness shall be required against his 
or her will to be photographed or otherwise 

to have a graphic reproduction of his or her 
image made at any hearing or to give evi-
dence or testimony while the broadcasting of 
that hearing, by radio or television, is being 
conducted. At the request of any witness, all 
media microphones shall be turned off, all 
television and camera lenses shall be cov-
ered, and the making of a graphic reproduc-
tion at the hearing shall not be permitted. 
This paragraph supplements clause 2(k)(5) of 
Rule XI of the Rules of the House of Rep-
resentatives relating to the protection of the 
rights of witnesses. 

(c) Not more than four television cameras, 
operating from fixed positions, shall be per-
mitted in a hearing or meeting room. The 
Committee may allocate the positions of 
permitted television cameras among the tel-
evision media in consultation with the Exec-
utive Committee of the Radio and Television 
Correspondents’ Galleries. 

(d) Television cameras shall be placed so as 
not to obstruct in any way the space between 
any witness giving evidence or testimony 
and any member of the Committee, or the 
visibility of that witness and that member to 
each other. 

(e) Television cameras shall not be placed 
in positions that unnecessarily obstruct the 
coverage of the hearing or meeting by the 
other media. 

PART II—INVESTIGATIVE AUTHORITY 
Rule 13. House Resolution 

Whenever the House of Representatives, by 
resolution, authorizes or directs the Com-
mittee to undertake an inquiry or investiga-
tion, the provisions of the resolution, in con-
junction with these Rules, shall govern. To 
the extent the provisions of the resolution 
differ from these Rules, the resolution shall 
control. 

Rule 14. Committee Authority to 
Investigate—General Policy 

(a) Pursuant to clause 3(b) of Rule XI of 
the Rules of the House of Representatives, 
the Committee may exercise its investiga-
tive authority when: 

(1) information offered as a complaint by a 
Member of the House of Representatives is 
transmitted directly to the Committee; 

(2) information offered as a complaint by 
an individual not a Member of the House is 
transmitted to the Committee, provided that 
a Member of the House certifies in writing 
that he or she believes the information is 
submitted in good faith and warrants the re-
view and consideration of the Committee; 

(3) the Committee, on its own initiative, 
establishes an investigative subcommittee; 

(4) a Member, officer, or employee is con-
victed in a Federal, State, or local courts of 
a felony; or 

(5) the House of Representatives, by resolu-
tion, authorizes or directs the Committee to 
undertake an inquiry or investigation. 

(b) The Committee also has investigatory 
authority over: 

(1) certain unauthorized disclosures of in-
telligence-related information, pursuant to 
House Rule X, clauses 11(g)(4) and (g)(5); or 

(2) reports received from the Office of the 
Inspector General pursuant to House Rule II, 
clause 6(c)(5). 

Rule 15. Complaints 
(a) A complaint submitted to the Com-

mittee shall be in writing, dated, and prop-
erly verified (a document will be considered 
properly verified where a notary executes it 
with the language, ‘‘Signed and sworn to (or 
affirmed) before me on (date) by (the name of 
the person)’’ setting forth in simple, concise, 
and direct statements— 

(1) the name and legal address of the party 
filing the complaint (hereinafter referred to 
as the ‘‘complainant’’); 

(2) the name and position or title of the re-
spondent; 
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(3) the nature of the alleged violation of 

the Code of Official Conduct or of other law, 
rule, regulation, or other standard of con-
duct applicable to the performance of duties 
or discharge of responsibilities; and 

(4) the facts alleged to give rise to the vio-
lation. The complaint shall not contain in-
nuendo, speculative assertions, or conclusory 
statements. 

(b) Any documents in the possession of the 
complainant that relate to the allegations 
may be submitted with the complaint. 

(c) Information offered as a complaint by a 
Member of the House of Representatives may 
be transmitted directly to the Committee. 

(d) Information offered as a complaint by 
an individual not a Member of the House 
may be transmitted to the Committee, pro-
vided that a Member of the House certifies in 
writing that he or she believes the informa-
tion is submitted in good faith and warrants 
the review and consideration of the Com-
mittee. 

(e) A complaint must be accompanied by a 
certification, which may be unsworn, that 
the complainant has provided an exact copy 
of the filed complaint and all attachments to 
the respondent. 

(f) The Committee may defer action on a 
complaint against a Member, officer, or em-
ployee of the House of Representatives when 
the complaint alleges conduct that the Com-
mittee has reason to believe is being re-
viewed by appropriate law enforcement or 
regulatory authorities, or when the Com-
mittee determines that it is appropriate for 
the conduct alleged in the complaint to be 
reviewed initially by law enforcement or reg-
ulatory authorities. 

(g) A complaint may not be amended with-
out leave of the Committee. Otherwise, any 
new allegations of improper conduct must be 
submitted in a new complaint that independ-
ently meets the procedural requirements of 
the Rules of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee’s Rules. 

(h) The Committee shall not accept, and 
shall return to the complainant, any com-
plaint submitted within the 60 days prior to 
an election in which the subject of the com-
plaint is a candidate. 

(i) The Committee shall not consider a 
complaint, nor shall any investigation be un-
dertaken by the Committee, of any alleged 
violation which occurred before the third 
previous Congress unless the Committee de-
termines that the alleged violation is di-
rectly related to an alleged violation which 
occurred in a more recent Congress. 
Rule 16. Duties of Committee Chairman and 

Ranking Minority Member 
(a) Whenever information offered as a com-

plaint is submitted to the Committee, the 
Chairman and Ranking Minority Member 
shall have 14 calendar days or 5 legislative 
days, whichever occurs first, to determine 
whether the information meets the require-
ments of the Committee’s rules for what con-
stitutes a complaint. 

(b) Whenever the Chairman and Ranking 
Minority Member jointly determine that in-
formation submitted to the Committee 
meets the requirements of the Committee’s 
rules for what constitutes a complaint, they 
shall have 45 calendar days or 5 legislative 
days, whichever is later, after the date that 
the Chairman and Ranking Minority Member 
determine that information filed meets the 
requirements of the Committee’s rules for 
what constitutes a complaint, unless the 
Committee by an affirmative vote of a ma-
jority of its members votes otherwise, to— 

(1) recommend to the Committee that it 
dispose of the complaint, or any portion 
thereof, in any manner that does not require 
action by the House, which may include dis-
missal of the complaint or resolution of the 

complaint by a letter to the Member, officer, 
or employee of the House against whom the 
complaint is made; 

(2) establish an investigative sub-
committee; or 

(3) request that the Committee extend the 
applicable 45-calendar day period when they 
determine more time is necessary in order to 
make a recommendation under paragraph (1) 
or (2) of Rule 16(b). 

(c) The Chairman and Ranking Minority 
Member may jointly gather additional infor-
mation concerning alleged conduct which is 
the basis of a complaint or of information of-
fered as a complaint until they have estab-
lished an investigative subcommittee or the 
Chairman or Ranking Minority Member has 
placed on the agenda the issue of whether to 
establish an investigative subcommittee. 

(d) If the Chairman and Ranking Minority 
Member jointly determine that information 
submitted to the Committee meets the re-
quirements of the Committee rules for what 
constitutes a complaint, and the complaint 
is not disposed of within 45 calendar days or 
5 legislative days, whichever is later, and no 
additional 45-day extension is made, then 
they shall establish an investigative sub-
committee and forward the complaint, or 
any portion thereof, to that subcommittee 
for its consideration. If at any time during 
the time period either the Chairman or 
Ranking Minority Member places on the 
agenda the issue of whether to establish an 
investigative subcommittee, then an inves-
tigative subcommittee may be established 
only by an affirmative vote of a majority of 
the members of the Committee. 

(e) Whenever the Chairman and Ranking 
Minority Member jointly determine that in-
formation submitted to the Committee does 
not meet the requirements for what con-
stitutes a complaint set forth in the Com-
mittee rules, they may (1) return the infor-
mation to the complainant with a statement 
that it fails to meet the requirements for 
what constitutes a complaint set forth in the 
Committee’s rules; or (2) recommend to the 
Committee that it authorize the establish-
ment of an investigative subcommittee. 

Rule 17. Processing of Complaints 
(a) If a complaint is in compliance with 

House and Committee Rules, a copy of the 
complaint and the Committee Rules shall be 
forwarded to the respondent within five days 
with notice that the complaint conforms to 
the applicable rules. 

(b) The respondent may, within 30 days of 
the Committee’s notification, provide to the 
Committee any information relevant to a 
complaint filed with the Committee. The re-
spondent may submit a written statement in 
response to the complaint. Such a statement 
shall be signed by the respondent. If the 
statement is prepared by counsel for the re-
spondent, the respondent shall sign a rep-
resentation that he/she has reviewed the re-
sponse and agrees with the factual assertions 
contained therein. 

(c) The Committee staff may request infor-
mation from the respondent or obtain addi-
tional information pertinent to the case 
from other sources prior to the establish-
ment of an investigative subcommittee only 
when so directed by the Chairman and Rank-
ing Minority Member. 

(d) The respondent shall be notified in 
writing regarding the Committee’s decision 
either to dismiss the complaint or to create 
an investigative subcommittee. 

(e) The respondent shall be notified of the 
membership of the investigative sub-
committee and shall have ten days after 
such notice is transmitted to object to the 
participation of any subcommittee member. 
Such objection shall be in writing and shall 
be on the grounds that the subcommittee 

member cannot render an impartial and un-
biased decision. The subcommittee member 
against whom the objection is made shall be 
the sole judge of his or her disqualification. 

Rule 18. Committee-Initiated Inquiry 
(a) Notwithstanding the absence of a filed 

complaint, the Committee may consider any 
information in its possession indicating that 
a Member, officer, or employee may have 
committed a violation of the Code of Official 
Conduct or any law, rule, regulation, or 
other standard of conduct applicable to the 
conduct of such Member, officer, or em-
ployee in the performance of his or her du-
ties or the discharge of his or her respon-
sibilities. The Chairman and Ranking Minor-
ity Member may jointly gather additional 
information concerning such an alleged vio-
lation by a Member, officer, or employee un-
less and until an investigative subcommittee 
has been established. 

(b) If the Committee votes to establish an 
investigative subcommittee, the Committee 
shall proceed in accordance with Rule 19. 

(c) Any written request by a Member, offi-
cer, or employee of the House of Representa-
tives that the Committee conduct an inquiry 
into such person’s own conduct shall be proc-
essed in accordance with subsection (a) of 
this Rule. 

(d) An inquiry shall not be undertaken re-
garding any alleged violation that occurred 
before the third previous Congress unless a 
majority of the Committee determines that 
the alleged violation is directly related to an 
alleged violation that occurred in a more re-
cent Congress. 

(e) An inquiry shall be undertaken by an 
investigative subcommittee with regard to 
any felony conviction of a Member, officer, 
or employee of the House of Representatives 
in a Federal, State, or local court who has 
been sentenced. Notwithstanding this provi-
sion, the Committee has the discretion to 
initiate an inquiry upon an affirmative vote 
of a majority of the members of the Com-
mittee at any time prior to conviction or 
sentencing. 

Rule 19. Investigative Subcommittee 
(a) Upon the establishment of an investiga-

tive subcommittee, the Chairman and Rank-
ing Minority Member of the Committee shall 
designate four members (with equal rep-
resentation from the majority and minority 
parties) to serve as an investigative sub-
committee to undertake an inquiry. Mem-
bers of the Committee and Members of the 
House selected pursuant to clause 5(a)(4)(A) 
of Rule X of the House of Representatives, 
are eligible for appointment to an investiga-
tive subcommittee, as determined by the 
Chairman and Ranking Minority Member of 
the Committee. At the time of appointment, 
the Chairman shall designate one member of 
the subcommittee to serve as the chairman 
and the Ranking Minority Member shall des-
ignate one member of the subcommittee to 
serve as the ranking minority member of the 
investigative subcommittee. The Chairman 
and Ranking Minority Member of the Com-
mittee may serve as members of an inves-
tigative subcommittee, but may not serve as 
non-voting, ex-officio members. 

(b) In an inquiry undertaken by an inves-
tigative subcommittee— 

(1) All proceedings, including the taking of 
testimony, shall be conducted in executive 
session and all testimony taken by deposi-
tion or things produced pursuant to sub-
poena or otherwise shall be deemed to have 
been taken or produced in executive session. 

(2) The Chairman of the investigative sub-
committee shall ask the respondent and all 
witnesses whether they intend to be rep-
resented by counsel. If so, the respondent or 
witnesses or their legal representatives shall 
provide written designation of counsel. A re-
spondent or witness who is represented by 
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counsel shall not be questioned in the ab-
sence of counsel unless an explicit waiver is 
obtained. 

(3) The subcommittee shall provide the re-
spondent an opportunity to present, orally 
or in writing, a statement, which must be 
under oath or affirmation, regarding the al-
legations and any other relevant questions 
arising out of the inquiry. 

(4) The staff may interview witnesses, ex-
amine documents and other evidence, and re-
quest that submitted statements be under 
oath or affirmation and that documents be 
certified as to their authenticity and accu-
racy. 

(5) The subcommittee, by a majority vote 
of its members, may require, by subpoena or 
otherwise, the attendance and testimony of 
witnesses and the production of such books, 
records, correspondence, memoranda, papers, 
documents, and other items as it deems nec-
essary to the conduct of the inquiry. Unless 
the Committee otherwise provides, the sub-
poena power shall rest in the Chairman and 
Ranking Minority Member of the Committee 
and a subpoena shall be issued upon the re-
quest of the investigative subcommittee. 

(6) The subcommittee shall require that 
testimony be given under oath or affirma-
tion. The form of the oath or affirmation 
shall be: ‘‘Do you solemnly swear (or affirm) 
that the testimony you will give before this 
subcommittee in the matter now under con-
sideration will be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth (so help you 
God)?’’ The oath or affirmation shall be ad-
ministered by the Chairman or sub-
committee member designated by the Chair-
man to administer oaths. 

(c) During the inquiry, the procedure re-
specting the admissibility of evidence and 
rulings shall be as follows: 

(1) Any relevant evidence shall be admis-
sible unless the evidence is privileged under 
the precedents of the House of Representa-
tives. 

(2) The Chairman of the subcommittee or 
other presiding member at any investigative 
subcommittee proceeding shall rule upon 
any question of admissibility or pertinency 
of evidence, motion, procedure or any other 
matter, and may direct any witness to an-
swer any question under penalty of con-
tempt. A witness, witness’ counsel, or a 
member of the subcommittee may appeal 
any rulings to the members present at that 
proceeding. The majority vote of the mem-
bers present at such proceeding on such ap-
peal shall govern the question of admissi-
bility, and no appeal shall lie to the Com-
mittee. 

(3) Whenever a person is determined by a 
majority vote to be in contempt of the sub-
committee, the matter may be referred to 
the Committee to determine whether to refer 
the matter to the House of Representatives 
for consideration. 

(4) Committee counsel may, subject to sub-
committee approval, enter into stipulations 
with the respondent and/or the respondent’s 
counsel as to facts that are not in dispute. 

(d) Upon an affirmative vote of a majority 
of the subcommittee members, and an af-
firmative vote of a majority of the full Com-
mittee, an investigative subcommittee may 
expand the scope of its investigation. 

(e) Upon completion of the investigation, 
the staff shall draft for the investigative sub-
committee a report that shall contain a com-
prehensive summary of the information re-
ceived regarding the alleged violations. 

(f) Upon completion of the inquiry, an in-
vestigative subcommittee, by a majority 
vote of its members, may adopt a Statement 
of Alleged Violation if it determines that 
there is substantial reason to believe that a 
violation of the Code of Official Conduct, or 
of a law, rule, regulation, or other standard 

of conduct applicable to the performance of 
official duties or the discharge of official re-
sponsibilities by a Member, officer, or em-
ployee of the House of Representatives has 
occurred. If more than one violation is al-
leged, such Statement shall be divided into 
separate counts. Each count shall relate to a 
separate violation, shall contain a plain and 
concise statement of the alleged facts of 
such violation, and shall include a reference 
to the provision of the Code of Official Con-
duct or law, rule, regulation or other appli-
cable standard of conduct governing the per-
formance of duties or discharge of respon-
sibilities alleged to have been violated. A 
copy of such Statement shall be transmitted 
to the respondent and the respondent’s coun-
sel. 

(g) If the investigative subcommittee does 
not adopt a Statement of Alleged Violation, 
it shall transmit to the Committee a report 
containing a summary of the information re-
ceived in the inquiry, its conclusions and 
reasons therefore, and any appropriate rec-
ommendation. 

Rule 20. Amendments to Statements of 
Alleged Violation 

(a) An investigative subcommittee may, 
upon an affirmative vote of a majority of its 
members, amend its Statement of Alleged 
Violation anytime before the Statement of 
Alleged Violation is transmitted to the Com-
mittee; and 

(b) If an investigative subcommittee 
amends its Statement of Alleged Violation, 
the respondent shall be notified in writing 
and shall have 30 calendar days from the 
date of that notification to file an answer to 
the amended Statement of Alleged Viola-
tion. 
Rule 21. Committee Reporting Requirements 

(a) Whenever an investigative sub-
committee does not adopt a Statement of Al-
leged Violation and transmits a report to 
that effect to the Committee, the Committee 
may by an affirmative vote of a majority of 
its members transmit such report to the 
House of Representatives; 

(b) Whenever an investigative sub-
committee adopts a Statement of Alleged 
Violation but recommends that no further 
action be taken, it shall transmit a report to 
the Committee regarding the Statement of 
Alleged Violation; and 

(c) Whenever an investigative sub-
committee adopts a Statement of Alleged 
Violation, the respondent admits to the vio-
lations set forth in such Statement, the re-
spondent waives his or her right to an adju-
dicatory hearing, and the respondent’s waiv-
er is approved by the Committee— 

(1) the subcommittee shall prepare a report 
for transmittal to the Committee, a final 
draft of which shall be provided to the re-
spondent not less than 15 calendar days be-
fore the subcommittee votes on whether to 
adopt the report; 

(2) the respondent may submit views in 
writing regarding the final draft to the sub-
committee within 7 calendar days of receipt 
of that draft; 

(3) the subcommittee shall transmit a re-
port to the Committee regarding the State-
ment of Alleged Violation together with any 
views submitted by the respondent pursuant 
to subparagraph (2), and the Committee shall 
make the report, together with the respond-
ent’s views, available to the public before 
the commencement of any sanction hearing; 
and 

(4) the Committee shall by an affirmative 
vote of a majority of its members issue a re-
port and transmit such report to the House 
of Representatives, together with the re-
spondent’s views previously submitted pur-
suant to subparagraph (2) and any additional 
views respondent may submit for attach-
ment to the final report; and 

(d) Members of the Committee shall have 
not less than 72 hours to review any report 
transmitted to the Committee by an inves-
tigative subcommittee before both the com-
mencement of a sanction hearing and the 
Committee vote on whether to adopt the re-
port. 

Rule 22. Respondent’s Answer 
(a)(1) Within 30 days from the date of 

transmittal of a Statement of Alleged Viola-
tion, the respondent shall file with the inves-
tigative subcommittee an answer, in writing 
and under oath, signed by respondent and re-
spondent’s counsel. Failure to file an answer 
within the time prescribed shall be consid-
ered by the Committee as a denial of each 
count. 

(2) The answer shall contain an admission 
to or denial of each count set forth in the 
Statement of Alleged Violation and may in-
clude negative, affirmative, or alternative 
defenses and any supporting evidence or 
other relevant information. 

(b) The respondent may file a Motion for a 
Bill of Particulars within 10 days of the date 
of transmittal of the Statement of Alleged 
Violation. If a Motion for a Bill of Particu-
lars is filed, the respondent shall not be re-
quired to file an answer until 20 days after 
the subcommittee has replied to such mo-
tion. 

(c)(1) The respondent may file a Motion to 
Dismiss within 10 days of the date of trans-
mittal of the Statement of Alleged Violation 
or, if a Motion for a Bill of Particulars has 
been filed, within 10 days of the date of the 
subcommittee’s reply to the Motion for a 
Bill of Particulars. If a Motion to Dismiss is 
filed, the respondent shall not be required to 
file an answer until 20 days after the sub-
committee has replied to the Motion to Dis-
miss, unless the respondent previously filed 
a Motion for a Bill of Particulars, in which 
case the respondent shall not be required to 
file an answer until 10 days after the sub-
committee has replied to the Motion to Dis-
miss. The investigative subcommittee shall 
rule upon any motion to dismiss filed during 
the period between the establishment of the 
subcommittee and the subcommittee’s trans-
mittal of a report or Statement of Alleged 
Violation to the Committee or to the Chair-
man and Ranking Minority Member at the 
conclusion of an inquiry, and no appeal of 
the subcommittee’s ruling shall lie to the 
Committee. 

(2) A Motion to Dismiss may be made on 
the grounds that the Statement of Alleged 
Violation fails to state facts that constitute 
a violation of the Code of Official Conduct or 
other applicable law, rule, regulation, or 
standard of conduct, or on the grounds that 
the Committee lacks jurisdiction to consider 
the allegations contained in the Statement. 

(d) Any motion filed with the sub-
committee pursuant to this rule shall be ac-
companied by a Memorandum of Points and 
Authorities. 

(e)(1) The Chairman of the investigative 
subcommittee, for good cause shown, may 
permit the respondent to file an answer or 
motion after the day prescribed above. 

(2) If the ability of the respondent to 
present an adequate defense is not adversely 
affected and special circumstances so re-
quire, the Chairman of the investigative sub-
committee may direct the respondent to file 
an answer or motion prior to the day pre-
scribed above. 

(f) If the day on which any answer, motion, 
reply, or other pleading must be filed falls on 
a Saturday, Sunday, or holiday, such filing 
shall be made on the first business day there-
after. 

(g) As soon as practicable after an answer 
has been filed or the time for such filing has 
expired, the Statement of Alleged Violation 
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and any answer, motion, reply, or other 
pleading connected therewith shall be trans-
mitted by the Chairman of the investigative 
subcommittee to the Chairman and Ranking 
Minority Member of the Committee. 

Rule 23. Adjudicatory Hearings 
(a) If a Statement of Alleged Violation is 

transmitted to the Chairman and Ranking 
Minority Member pursuant to Rule 22, and 
no waiver pursuant to Rule 26(b) has oc-
curred, the Chairman shall designate the 
members of the Committee who did not serve 
on the investigative subcommittee to serve 
on an adjudicatory subcommittee. The 
Chairman and Ranking Minority Member of 
the Committee shall be the Chairman and 
Ranking Minority Member of the adjudica-
tory subcommittee unless they served on the 
investigative subcommittee. The respondent 
shall be notified of the designation of the ad-
judicatory subcommittee and shall have ten 
days after such notice is transmitted to ob-
ject to the participation of any sub-
committee member. Such objection shall be 
in writing and shall be on the grounds that 
the member cannot render an impartial and 
unbiased decision. The member against 
whom the objection is made shall be the sole 
judge of his or her disqualification. 

(b) A majority of the adjudicatory sub-
committee membership plus one must be 
present at all times for the conduct of any 
business pursuant to this rule. 

(c) The adjudicatory subcommittee shall 
hold a hearing to determine whether any 
counts in the Statement of Alleged Violation 
have been proved by clear and convincing 
evidence and shall make findings of fact, ex-
cept where such violations have been admit-
ted by respondent. 

(d) At an adjudicatory hearing, the sub-
committee may require, by subpoena or oth-
erwise, the attendance and testimony of such 
witnesses and production of such books, 
records, correspondence, memoranda, papers, 
documents, and other items as it deems nec-
essary. Depositions, interrogatories, and 
sworn statements taken under any investiga-
tive subcommittee direction may be accept-
ed into the hearing record. 

(e) The procedures set forth in clause 2(g) 
and (k) of Rule XI of the Rules of the House 
of Representatives shall apply to adjudica-
tory hearings. All such hearings shall be 
open to the public unless the adjudicatory 
subcommittee, pursuant to such clause, de-
termines that the hearings or any part 
thereof should be closed. 

(f)(1) The adjudicatory subcommittee shall, 
in writing, notify the respondent that the re-
spondent and his or her counsel have the 
right to inspect, review, copy, or photograph 
books, papers, documents, photographs, or 
other tangible objects that the adjudicatory 
subcommittee counsel intends to use as evi-
dence against the respondent in an adjudica-
tory hearing. The respondent shall be given 
access to such evidence, and shall be pro-
vided the names of witnesses the sub-
committee counsel intends to call, and a 
summary of their expected testimony, no 
less than 15 calendar days prior to any such 
hearing. Except in extraordinary cir-
cumstances, no evidence may be introduced 
or witness called in an adjudicatory hearing 
unless the respondent has been afforded a 
prior opportunity to review such evidence or 
has been provided the name of the witness. 

(2) After a witness has testified on direct 
examination at an adjudicatory hearing, the 
Committee, at the request of the respondent, 
shall make available to the respondent any 
statement of the witness in the possession of 
the Committee which relates to the subject 
matter as to which the witness has testified. 

(3) Any other testimony, statement, or 
documentary evidence in the possession of 

the Committee which is material to the re-
spondent’s defense shall, upon request, be 
made available to the respondent. 

(g) No less than five days prior to the hear-
ing, the respondent or counsel shall provide 
the adjudicatory subcommittee with the 
names of witnesses expected to be called, 
summaries of their expected testimony, and 
copies of any documents or other evidence 
proposed to be introduced. 

(h) The respondent or counsel may apply to 
the subcommittee for the issuance of sub-
poenas for the appearance of witnesses or the 
production of evidence. The application shall 
be granted upon a showing by the respondent 
that the proposed testimony or evidence is 
relevant and not otherwise available to re-
spondent. The application may be denied if 
not made at a reasonable time or if the testi-
mony or evidence would be merely cumu-
lative. 

(i) During the hearing, the procedures re-
garding the admissibility of evidence and 
rulings shall be as follows: 

(1) Any relevant evidence shall be admis-
sible unless the evidence is privileged under 
the precedents of the House of Representa-
tives. 

(2) The Chairman of the subcommittee or 
other presiding member at an adjudicatory 
subcommittee hearing shall rule upon any 
question of admissibility or pertinency of 
evidence, motion, procedure, or any other 
matter, and may direct any witness to an-
swer any question under penalty of con-
tempt. A witness, witness’s counsel, or a 
member of the subcommittee may appeal 
any ruling to the members present at that 
proceeding. The majority vote of the mem-
bers present at such proceeding on such an 
appeal shall govern the question of admissi-
bility and no appeal shall lie to the Com-
mittee. 

(3) Whenever a witness is deemed by a 
Chairman or other presiding member to be in 
contempt of the subcommittee, the matter 
may be referred to the Committee to deter-
mine whether to refer the matter to the 
House of Representatives for consideration. 

(4) Committee counsel may, subject to sub-
committee approval, enter into stipulations 
with the respondent and/or the respondent’s 
counsel as to facts that are not in dispute. 

(j) Unless otherwise provided, the order of 
an adjudicatory hearing shall be as follows: 

(1) The Chairman of the subcommittee 
shall open the hearing by stating the adju-
dicatory subcommittee’s authority to con-
duct the hearing and the purpose of the hear-
ing. 

(2) The Chairman shall then recognize 
Committee counsel and the respondent’s 
counsel, in turn, for the purpose of giving 
opening statements. 

(3) Testimony from witnesses and other 
pertinent evidence shall be received in the 
following order whenever possible: 

(i) witnesses (deposition transcripts and af-
fidavits obtained during the inquiry may be 
used in lieu of live witnesses if the witness is 
unavailable) and other evidence offered by 
the Committee counsel, 

(ii) witnesses and other evidence offered by 
the respondent, 

(iii) rebuttal witnesses, as permitted by 
the Chairman. 

(4) Witnesses at a hearing shall be exam-
ined first by counsel calling such witness. 
The opposing counsel may then cross-exam-
ine the witness. Redirect examination and 
recross examination by counsel may be per-
mitted at the Chairman’s discretion. Sub-
committee members may then question wit-
nesses. Unless otherwise directed by the 
Chairman, questions by Subcommittee mem-
bers shall be conducted under the five- 
minute rule. 

(5) The Chairman shall then recognize 
Committee counsel and respondent’s coun-

sel, in turn, for the purpose of giving closing 
arguments. Committee counsel may reserve 
time for rebuttal argument, as permitted by 
the Chairman. 

(k) A subpoena to a witness to appear at a 
hearing shall be served sufficiently in ad-
vance of that witness’ scheduled appearance 
to allow the witness a reasonable period of 
time, as determined by the Chairman of the 
adjudicatory subcommittee, to prepare for 
the hearing and to employ counsel. 

(l) Each witness appearing before the sub-
committee shall be furnished a printed copy 
of the Committee rules, the pertinent provi-
sions of the Rules of the House of Represent-
atives applicable to the rights of witnesses, 
and a copy of the Statement of Alleged Vio-
lation. 

(m) Testimony of all witnesses shall be 
taken under oath or affirmation. The form of 
the oath or affirmation shall be: ‘‘Do you 
solemnly swear (or affirm) that the testi-
mony you will give before this subcommittee 
in the matter now under consideration will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth (so help you God)?’’ The oath 
or affirmation shall be administered by the 
Chairman or Committee member designated 
by the Chairman to administer oaths. 

(n) At an adjudicatory hearing, the burden 
of proof rests on Committee counsel to es-
tablish the facts alleged in the Statement of 
Alleged Violation by clear and convincing 
evidence. However, Committee counsel need 
not present any evidence regarding any 
count that is admitted by the respondent or 
any fact stipulated. 

(o) As soon as practicable after all testi-
mony and evidence have been presented, the 
subcommittee shall consider each count con-
tained in the Statement of Alleged Violation 
and shall determine by a majority vote of its 
members whether each count has been 
proved. If a majority of the subcommittee 
does not vote that a count has been proved, 
a motion to reconsider that vote may be 
made only by a member who voted that the 
count was not proved. A count that is not 
proved shall be considered as dismissed by 
the subcommittee. 

(p) The findings of the adjudicatory sub-
committee shall be reported to the Com-
mittee. 
Rule 24. Sanction Hearing and Consideration 

of Sanctions or Other Recommendations 
(a) If no count in a Statement of Alleged 

Violation is proved, the Committee shall 
prepare a report to the House of Representa-
tives, based upon the report of the adjudica-
tory subcommittee. 

(b) If an adjudicatory subcommittee com-
pletes an adjudicatory hearing pursuant to 
Rule 23 and reports that any count of the 
Statement of Alleged Violation has been 
proved, a hearing before the Committee shall 
be held to receive oral and/or written sub-
missions by counsel for the Committee and 
counsel for the respondent as to the sanction 
the Committee should recommend to the 
House of Representatives with respect to 
such violations. Testimony by witnesses 
shall not be heard except by written request 
and vote of a majority of the Committee. 

(c) Upon completion of any proceeding held 
pursuant to clause (b), the Committee shall 
consider and vote on a motion to recommend 
to the House of Representatives that the 
House take disciplinary action. If a majority 
of the Committee does not vote in favor of 
the recommendation that the House of Rep-
resentatives take action, a motion to recon-
sider that vote may be made only by a mem-
ber who voted against the recommendation. 
The Committee may also, by majority vote, 
adopt a motion to issue a Letter of Reproval 
or take other appropriate Committee action. 

(d) If the Committee determines a Letter 
of Reproval constitutes sufficient action, the 
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Committee shall include any such letter as a 
part of its report to the House of Representa-
tives. 

(e) With respect to any proved counts 
against a Member of the House of Represent-
atives, the Committee may recommend to 
the House one or more of the following sanc-
tions: 

(1) Expulsion from the House of Represent-
atives. 

(2) Censure. 
(3) Reprimand. 
(4) Fine. 
(5) Denial or limitation of any right, 

power, privilege, or immunity of the Member 
if under the Constitution the House of Rep-
resentatives may impose such denial or limi-
tation. 

(6) Any other sanction determined by the 
Committee to be appropriate. 

(f) With respect to any proved counts 
against an officer or employee of the House 
of Representatives, the Committee may rec-
ommend to the House one or more of the fol-
lowing sanctions: 

(1) Dismissal from employment. 
(2) Reprimand. 
(3) Fine. 
(4) Any other sanction determined by the 

Committee to be appropriate. 
(g) With respect to the sanctions that the 

Committee may recommend, reprimand is 
appropriate for serious violations, censure is 
appropriate for more serious violations, and 
expulsion of a Member or dismissal of an of-
ficer or employee is appropriate for the most 
serious violations. A recommendation of a 
fine is appropriate in a case in which it is 
likely that the violation was committed to 
secure a personal financial benefit; and a 
recommendation of a denial or limitation of 
a right, power, privilege, or immunity of a 
Member is appropriate when the violation 
bears upon the exercise or holding of such 
right, power, privilege, or immunity. This 
clause sets forth general guidelines and does 
not limit the authority of the Committee to 
recommend other sanctions. 

(h) The Committee report shall contain an 
appropriate statement of the evidence sup-
porting the Committee’s findings and a 
statement of the Committee’s reasons for 
the recommended sanction. 

Rule 25. Disclosure of Exculpatory 
Information to Respondent 

If the Committee, or any investigative or 
adjudicatory subcommittee at any time re-
ceives any exculpatory information respect-
ing a Complaint or Statement of Alleged 
Violation concerning a Member, officer, or 
employee of the House of Representatives, it 
shall make such information known and 
available to the Member, officer, or em-
ployee as soon as practicable, but in no event 
later than the transmittal of evidence sup-
porting a proposed Statement of Alleged Vio-
lation pursuant to Rule 26(c). If an investiga-
tive subcommittee does not adopt a State-
ment of Alleged Violation, it shall identify 
any exculpatory information in its posses-
sion at the conclusion of its inquiry and 
shall include such information, if any, in the 
subcommittee’s final report to the Com-
mittee regarding its inquiry. For purposes of 
this rule, exculpatory evidence shall be any 
evidence or information that is substantially 
favorable to the respondent with respect to 
the allegations or charges before an inves-
tigative or adjudicatory subcommittee. 
Rule 26. Rights of Respondents and Witnesses 

(a) A respondent shall be informed of the 
right to be represented by counsel, to be pro-
vided at his or her own expense. 

(b) A respondent may seek to waive any 
procedural rights or steps in the disciplinary 
process. A request for waiver must be in 
writing, signed by the respondent, and must 

detail what procedural steps the respondent 
seeks to waive. Any such request shall be 
subject to the acceptance of the Committee 
or subcommittee, as appropriate. 

(c) Not less than 10 calendar days before a 
scheduled vote by an investigative sub-
committee on a Statement of Alleged Viola-
tion, the subcommittee shall provide the re-
spondent with a copy of the Statement of Al-
leged Violation it intends to adopt together 
with all evidence it intends to use to prove 
those charges which it intends to adopt, in-
cluding documentary evidence, witness testi-
mony, memoranda of witness interviews, and 
physical evidence, unless the subcommittee 
by an affirmative vote of a majority of its 
members decides to withhold certain evi-
dence in order to protect a witness, but if 
such evidence is withheld, the subcommittee 
shall inform the respondent that evidence is 
being withheld and of the count to which 
such evidence relates. 

(d) Neither the respondent nor his counsel 
shall, directly or indirectly, contact the sub-
committee or any member thereof during 
the period of time set forth in paragraph (c) 
except for the sole purpose of settlement dis-
cussions where counsels for the respondent 
and the subcommittee are present. 

(e) If, at any time after the issuance of a 
Statement of Alleged Violation, the Com-
mittee or any subcommittee thereof deter-
mines that it intends to use evidence not 
provided to a respondent under paragraph (c) 
to prove the charges contained in the State-
ment of Alleged Violation (or any amend-
ment thereof), such evidence shall be made 
immediately available to the respondent, 
and it may be used in any further proceeding 
under the Committee’s rules. 

(f) Evidence provided pursuant to para-
graph (c) or (e) shall be made available to 
the respondent and his or her counsel only 
after each agrees, in writing, that no docu-
ment, information, or other materials ob-
tained pursuant to that paragraph shall be 
made public until— 

(1) such time as a Statement of Alleged 
Violation is made public by the Committee if 
the respondent has waived the adjudicatory 
hearing; or 

(2) the commencement of an adjudicatory 
hearing if the respondent has not waived an 
adjudicatory hearing; but the failure of re-
spondent and his counsel to so agree in writ-
ing, and therefore not receive the evidence, 
shall not preclude the issuance of a State-
ment of Alleged Violation at the end of the 
period referenced to in (c). 

(g) A respondent shall receive written no-
tice whenever— 

(1) the Chairman and Ranking Minority 
Member determine that information the 
Committee has received constitutes a com-
plaint; 

(2) a complaint or allegation is trans-
mitted to an investigative subcommittee; 

(3) that subcommittee votes to authorize 
its first subpoena or to take testimony under 
oath, whichever occurs first; and 

(4) the Committee votes to expand the 
scope of the inquiry of an investigative sub-
committee. 

(h) Whenever an investigative sub-
committee adopts a Statement of Alleged 
Violation and a respondent enters into an 
agreement with that subcommittee to settle 
a complaint on which the Statement is 
based, that agreement, unless the respondent 
requests otherwise, shall be in writing and 
signed by the respondent and the respond-
ent’s counsel, the Chairman and Ranking Mi-
nority Member of the subcommittee, and the 
outside counsel, if any. 

(i) Statements or information derived sole-
ly from a respondent or his counsel during 
any settlement discussions between the 
Committee or a subcommittee thereof and 

the respondent shall not be included in any 
report of the subcommittee or the Com-
mittee or otherwise publicly disclosed with-
out the consent of the respondent. 

(j) Whenever a motion to establish an in-
vestigative subcommittee does not prevail, 
the Committee shall promptly send a letter 
to the respondent informing him of such 
vote. 

(k) Witnesses shall be afforded a reason-
able period of time, as determined by the 
Committee or subcommittee, to prepare for 
an appearance before an investigative sub-
committee or for an adjudicatory hearing 
and to obtain counsel. 

(l) Prior to their testimony, witnesses 
shall be furnished a printed copy of the Com-
mittee’s Rules of Procedure and the provi-
sions of the Rules of the House of Represent-
atives applicable to the rights of witnesses. 

(m) Witnesses may be accompanied by 
their own counsel for the purpose of advising 
them concerning their constitutional rights. 
The Chairman may punish breaches of order 
and decorum, and of professional responsi-
bility on the part of counsel, by censure and 
exclusion from the hearings; and the Com-
mittee may cite the offender to the House of 
Representatives for contempt. 

(n) Each witness subpoenaed to provide 
testimony or other evidence shall be pro-
vided the same per diem rate as established, 
authorized, and regulated by the Committee 
on House Administration for Members, offi-
cers and employees of the House, and as the 
Chairman considers appropriate, actual ex-
penses of travel to or from the place of exam-
ination. No compensation shall be authorized 
for attorney’s fees or for a witness’ lost earn-
ings. Such per diem may not be paid if a wit-
ness had been summoned at the place of ex-
amination. 

(o) With the approval of the Committee, a 
witness, upon request, may be provided with 
a transcript of his or her deposition or other 
testimony taken in executive session, or, 
with the approval of the Chairman and 
Ranking Minority Member, may be per-
mitted to examine such transcript in the of-
fice of the Committee. Any such request 
shall be in writing and shall include a state-
ment that the witness, and counsel, agree to 
maintain the confidentiality of all executive 
session proceedings covered by such tran-
script. 

Rule 27. Frivolous Filings 
If a complaint or information offered as a 

complaint is deemed frivolous by an affirma-
tive vote of a majority of the members of the 
Committee, the Committee may take such 
action as it, by an affirmative vote of its 
members, deems appropriate in the cir-
cumstances. 

Rule 28. Referrals to Federal or State 
Authorities 

Referrals made under clause 3(a)(3) of Rule 
XI of the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives may be made by an affirmative vote of 
two-thirds of the members of the Committee. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio (at the request of 
Mr. HOYER) until 5 p.m. today. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ) to 
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revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material:) 

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WATERS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. HINCHEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. JONES of Ohio, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. SARBANES, for 5 minutes, today. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The SPEAKER announced her signa-
ture to enrolled bills of the Senate of 
the following titles: 

S. 229. An act to redesignate a Federal 
building in Albuquerque, New Mexico, as the 
‘‘Raymond G. Murphy Department of Vet-
erans Affairs Medical Center’’. 

S. 801. An act to designate a United States 
courthouse located in Fresno, California, as 
the ‘‘Robert E. Coyle United States Court-
house’’. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 12 o’clock and 23 minutes 
a.m.), the House adjourned until today, 
Thursday, June 28, 2007, at 10 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

2322. A letter from the Administrator, Risk 
Management Agency, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Common Crop Insurance Regulations; 
Mint Crop Insurance Provisions (RIN: 0563- 
AC03) received June 6, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

2323. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Final Flood Elevation Determinations — re-
ceived June 6, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

2324. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Changes in Flood Elevation Determinations 
— received June 6, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

2325. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Final Flood Elevation Determinations — re-
ceived June 6, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

2326. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Changes in Flood Elevation Determinations 
— received June 6, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

2327. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Mgmt. Staff, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Medical De-
vices; Immunology and Microbiology De-
vices; Classification of Gene Expression 

Profiling Test System for Breast Cancer 
Prognosis [Docket No. 2007N-0136] received 
June 6, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

2328. A letter from the National ESA List-
ing Coordinator, National Oceanic and At-
mospheric Administration, transmitting the 
Administration’s final rule — Endangered 
and Threatened Species: Final Listing Deter-
mination for Puget Sound Steelhead [Docket 
No. 070123015-7086-02; I.D. 031006D] (RIN: 0648- 
AU43) received June 6, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

2329. A letter from the Assistant Adminis-
trator for Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans-
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Fisheries in the Western Pacific; Bottomfish 
and Seamount Groundfish Fisheries; Closed 
Season [Docket No. 070418089-7089-01; I.D. 
040507G] (RIN: 0648-AV49) received June 6, 
2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

2330. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Pacific Cod by Catcher 
Processor Vessels Using Trawl Gear in the 
Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands Manage-
ment Area [Docket No. 070213033-7033-01] 
(RIN: 0648-XA23) received June 6, 2007, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

2331. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries Off West Coast States and 
in the Western Pacific; Modifications of the 
West Coast Commercial Salmon Fishery 
[Docket No. 060427113-6113-01] (RIN: 0648- 
XA16) received June 6, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

2332. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of 
Mexico, and South Atlantic; Snapper/Group-
er Resources of the South Atlantic; Trip 
Limit Reduction [Docket No. 060525140-6221- 
02] (RIN: 0648-XA21) received June 6, 2007, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

2333. A letter from the Clerk of the Court, 
United States Court of Appeals for the Sev-
enth Circuit, transmitting an opinion of the 
United States Court of Appeals for the Sev-
enth Circuit (No.06-3676 — United States v. 
Georgia L. Thompson (April 20, 2007)); to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

2334. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
of the Army for Civil Works, Department of 
Defense, transmitting notification that the 
Secretary of the Army supports the author-
ization and plans to implement the flood 
damage reduction project for Chesterfield, 
Missouri; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

2335. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Transportation Security Administration, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Administration’s certification that 
the level of screening services and protection 
provided at Key West International Airport 
and the Florida Keys Marathon Airport will 
be equal to or greater than the level that 
would be provided at the airport by TSA 
Transportation Security Officers, pursuant 
to 49 U.S.C. 44920(d); to the Committee on 
Homeland Security. 

2336. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
Defense Security Cooperation Agency, trans-
mitting notification that the Department in-

tends to use FY 2007 IMET funds for Sudan, 
pursuant to Public Law 110-5, section 520; 
jointly to the Committees on Foreign Affairs 
and Appropriations. 

2337. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Environmental Protection Agency, 
transmitting the Agency’s report entitled, 
‘‘Environmental Protection and Border Se-
curity on the U.S.-Mexico Border, Tenth Re-
port of the Good Neighbor Environmental 
Board to the President and the Congress of 
the United States’’; jointly to the Commit-
tees on Transportation and Infrastructure 
and Energy and Commerce. 

2338. A letter from the Prinicipal Deputy 
Assistant Attorney General, Department of 
Justice, transmitting a legislative proposal 
that would enhance the Department of Jus-
tice’s ability to pursue its core missions of 
protecting Americans from violent crime 
and preventing acts of terrorism; jointly to 
the Committees on the Judiciary, Energy 
and Commerce, Financial Services, Natural 
Resources, Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture, Ways and Means, and Agriculture. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. RANGEL: Committee on Ways and 
Means. H.R. 2776. A bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide tax in-
centives for the production of renewable en-
ergy and energy conservation; with an 
amendment (Rept. 110–214). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. MICHAUD (for himself, Mr. FIL-
NER, Mr. HALL of New York, Ms. 
CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Mr. 
SALAZAR, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Ms. 
HERSETH SANDLIN, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. 
MAHONEY of Florida, Mr. LOEBSACK, 
Mr. BOSWELL, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. 
ARCURI, Mr. PATRICK MURPHY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. DONNELLY, Mr. 
MITCHELL, Mr. WALZ of Minnesota, 
and Mr. HARE): 

H.R. 2874. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to make certain improvements 
in the provision of health care to veterans, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. KAGEN (for himself, Mr. KIND, 
Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin, Mr. OBEY, 
Ms. BALDWIN, Ms. MOORE of Wis-
consin, Mr. PETRI, and Mr. SENSEN-
BRENNER): 

H.R. 2875. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for a tech-
nical correction to the amendments made by 
section 422 of the Medicare Prescription 
Drug, Improvement, and Modernization Act 
of 2003; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SPACE: 
H.R. 2876. A bill to permit the interstate 

distribution of State-inspected meat under 
appropriate circumstances; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN (for himself, Mr. 
TOWNS, and Mr. HALL of Texas): 

H.R. 2877. A bill to provide for a program of 
research, development, and demonstration 
on natural gas vehicles; to the Committee on 
Science and Technology. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 06:04 Jun 28, 2007 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00132 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K27JN7.279 H27JNPT1cn
oe

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

_C
N



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7339 June 27, 2007 
By Mr. DAVIS of Alabama (for himself, 

Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. TOM DAVIS of Vir-
ginia, Mr. CANNON, Mr. MCCAUL of 
Texas, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN, Mr. SHAYS, Mr. UDALL of 
New Mexico, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, 
Ms. NORTON, and Mr. CUMMINGS): 

H.R. 2878. A bill to amend titles 18 and 28 
of the United States Code to provide incen-
tives for the prompt payments of debts owed 
to the United States and the victims of 
crime by imposing surcharges on unpaid 
judgments owed to the United States and to 
the victims of crime, to provide for offsets on 
amounts collected by the Department of Jus-
tice for Federal agencies, and to increase the 
amount of special assessments imposed upon 
convicted persons; to establish an Enhanced 
Financial Recovery Fund to enhance, supple-
ment and improve the debt collection activi-
ties of the Department of Justice; to amend 
title 5, United States Code, to provide to as-
sistant United States attorneys the same re-
tirement benefits as are afforded to Federal 
law enforcements officers, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and in addition to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS (for 
herself and Mr. LARSEN of Wash-
ington): 

H.R. 2879. A bill to amend the Farm Secu-
rity and Rural Investment Act of 2002 to au-
thorize the Secretary of Agriculture to con-
sider variations in the national average mar-
ket price for different classes of wheat when 
determining the eligibility of wheat pro-
ducers for counter-cyclical payments for the 
2007 crop year; to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

By Mr. KIRK (for himself, Mr. AN-
DREWS, Mr. KLEIN of Florida, Mr. 
BOUSTANY, Mr. WEXLER, Mr. CANTOR, 
Mr. PENCE, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. 
SOUDER, Mr. KING of New York, Mrs. 
WILSON of New Mexico, Mr. 
CULBERSON, Mr. MCCAUL of Texas, 
Mr. WELDON of Florida, Mr. CARNEY, 
Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina, and Mr. MAHONEY of Flor-
ida): 

H.R. 2880. A bill to amend the Iran Sanc-
tions Act of 1996 to enhance United States 
diplomatic efforts with respect to Iran by ex-
panding economic sanctions against Iran to 
include the importation of refined petro-
leum; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and in addition to the Committees on Finan-
cial Services, Oversight and Government Re-
form, and Ways and Means, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. OBERSTAR (for himself, Mr. 
MICA, Mr. COSTELLO, Mr. PETRI, Mr. 
RAHALL, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. 
DEFAZIO, Ms. NORTON, Mr. NADLER, 
Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Mr. 
FILNER, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 
of Texas, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mrs. 
TAUSCHER, Mr. BOSWELL, Mr. HOLDEN, 
Mr. BAIRD, Mr. LARSEN of Wash-
ington, Mr. CAPUANO, Ms. CARSON, 
Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mr. HIG-
GINS, Mr. CARNAHAN, Mr. SALAZAR, 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. LIPINSKI, Ms. 
MATSUI, Mr. SPACE, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. 
ARCURI, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mr. 
HALL of New York, Mr. KAGEN, and 
Mr. COHEN): 

H.R. 2881. A bill to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to authorize appropriations for 

the Federal Aviation Administration for fis-
cal years 2008 through 2011, to improve avia-
tion safety and capacity, to provide stable 
funding for the national aviation system, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. ARCURI: 
H.R. 2882. A bill to authorize the Secretary 

of Health and Human Services to make 
grants to promote professional retrofit in-
stallation of fire alarm detection systems 
and other fire detection and prevention tech-
nologies in nursing homes, hospice facilities, 
and other appropriate facilities; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. BERKLEY (for herself, Mr. 
PORTER, Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. CANNON, Mr. JONES of 
North Carolina, Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina, Mrs. MUSGRAVE, and Mr. 
DREIER): 

H.R. 2883. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to treat gold, silver, plat-
inum, and palladium, in either coin or bar 
form, in the same manner as equities and 
mutual funds for purposes of the maximum 
capital gains rate for individuals; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: 
H.R. 2884. A bill to assist members of the 

Armed Forces in obtaining United States 
citizenship, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KANJORSKI (for himself, Mr. 
ROYCE, Mr. PRICE of Georgia, Mr. 
BACHUS, Ms. BEAN, Ms. GINNY BROWN- 
WAITE of Florida, Mr. SCOTT of Geor-
gia, Mr. SESSIONS, and Mr. CAMPBELL 
of California): 

H.R. 2885. A bill to amend the Credit Re-
pair Organizations Act to clarify the applica-
bility of certain provisions to credit moni-
toring services, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. KNOLLENBERG: 
H.R. 2886. A bill to address the exchange- 

rate misalignment of the Japanese yen with 
respect to the United States dollar, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and in addition to the Committee 
on Financial Services, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York: 
H.R. 2887. A bill to amend the Public 

Health Service Act to provide for a program 
of screenings and education regarding chil-
dren with sudden cardiac arrhythmia syn-
dromes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York: 
H.R. 2888. A bill to repeal the reduction in 

Medicare payment for therapeutic shoes and 
inserts for individuals with diabetes effected 
by section 627 of the Medicare Prescription 
Drug, Improvement, and Modernization Act 
of 2003; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, and in addition to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: 
H.R. 2889. A bill to amend the Public 

Health Service Act to improve newborn 
screening activities, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: 
H.R. 2890. A bill to direct the Secretary of 

Energy to establish a photovoltaic dem-
onstration program, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Science and Tech-
nology. 

By Mrs. TAUSCHER (for herself, Mr. 
MEEHAN, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. BRADY of 

Pennsylvania, Mr. SPRATT, Ms. SHEA- 
PORTER, Mr. SMITH of Washington, 
and Mr. LOEBSACK): 

H.R. 2891. A bill to prevent nuclear ter-
rorism, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WEINER (for himself and Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ): 

H.R. 2892. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act, the Employee Retire-
ment Income Security Act of 1974, chapter 89 
of title 5, United States Code, and title 10, 
United States Code, to require coverage for 
the treatment of infertility; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committees on Education and 
Labor, Oversight and Government Reform, 
and Armed Services, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. WELDON of Florida: 
H.R. 2893. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide that qualified 
homeowner downpayment assistance is a 
charitable purpose, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN (for himself, Mr. 
AKIN, Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland, 
Mrs. BACHMANN, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. BOOZMAN, Ms. GINNY 
BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Mr. BURTON 
of Indiana, Mr. CAMPBELL of Cali-
fornia, Ms. CARSON, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. 
CRENSHAW, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. DAVIS 
of Illinois, Mr. DAVID DAVIS of Ten-
nessee, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. 
LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida, Mr. 
MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida, Mr. 
DOOLITTLE, Mr. FEENEY, Mr. GARRETT 
of New Jersey, Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. 
JONES of North Carolina, Ms. KAP-
TUR, Mr. KLINE of Minnesota, Mr. 
KUHL of New York, Mrs. MCMORRIS 
RODGERS, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. 
MCKEON, Mr. MACK, Mr. MANZULLO, 
Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. MICA, Mr. MILLER 
of Florida, Mr. NEAL of Massachu-
setts, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. PAYNE, 
Mr. PITTS, Mr. PUTNAM, Mr. 
REICHERT, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, 
Mr. ROSKAM, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. 
SHADEGG, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, 
Mr. SOUDER, Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. 
UDALL of Colorado, Mr. WAMP, Mr. 
WELDON of Florida, Mr. YOUNG of 
Alaska, Mr. COHEN, Mr. FORTUÑO, Mr. 
DONNELLY, Mr. MITCHELL, Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN, Mr. BROWN of South 
Carolina, Ms. BERKLEY, Mrs. BOYDA 
of Kansas, Mr. STEARNS, Mr. ROGERS 
of Michigan, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. 
FOSSELLA, Mr. CASTLE, Mr. UPTON, 
Mr. MAHONEY of Florida, Mr. WALDEN 
of Oregon, Mr. MEEK of Florida, Mr. 
KING of New York, Mr. KELLER, Mr. 
PETERSON of Minnesota, and Mr. 
SPACE): 

H. Con. Res. 176. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of the Congress that a 
commemorative postage stamp should be 
issued to honor our Nation’s disabled vet-
erans; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mrs. LOWEY: 
H. Con. Res. 177. Concurrent resolution ex-

pressing the sense of the Congress con-
cerning contraceptives for women; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. PUTNAM: 
H. Res. 520. A resolution electing a minor-

ity member to a standing committee of the 
House of Representatives; considered and 
agreed to. 

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for herself, Mr. 
MCHUGH, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. ARCURI, 
Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. HIG-
GINS, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. KUHL of New 
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York, Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, 
Mr. MCNULTY, Mrs. MALONEY of New 
York, Mr. MEEKS of New York, Mr. 
RANGEL, Mr. REYNOLDS, Mr. 
SERRANO, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Mr. WALSH 
of New York, Mr. FILNER, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, Mr. TANNER, Mr. MCGOVERN, 
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
KLEIN of Florida, Mr. LANTOS, Ms. 
WOOLSEY, Mr. MILLER of North Caro-
lina, Mr. HINOJOSA, and Ms. LINDA T. 
SÁNCHEZ of California): 

H. Res. 521. A resolution celebrating the 
75th Anniversary of the 1932 Winter Olympic 
Games in Lake Placid, New York; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Ms. DELAURO (for herself, Mr. 
LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. SHAYS, 
Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut, and Mr. 
COURTNEY): 

H. Res. 522. A resolution recognizing the 
historical and educational significance of the 
Freedom Schooner Amistad’s 14-month 2007 
Atlantic Freedom Tour, and expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
preserving the legacy of the Amistad story is 
important in promoting multi-cultural dia-
logue, education, and cooperation; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

By Mr. MARKEY: 
H. Res. 523. A resolution encouraging rec-

ognition, and supporting the goals and 
ideals, of National Aphasia Awareness 
Month; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York: 
H. Res. 524. A resolution expressing the 

sense of the House of Representatives with 
respect to Diamond-Blackfan Anemia; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 20: Mr. PITTS and Mr. MEEHAN. 
H.R. 23: Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. SCOTT of Vir-

ginia, Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. GON-
ZALEZ, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. 
MURPHY of Connecticut, Mrs. BONO, Mr. 
LEWIS of Georgia, and Mr. BAKER. 

H.R. 101: Ms. SUTTON. 
H.R. 119: Mrs. EMERSON. 
H.R. 180: Mr. SPACE. 
H.R. 260: Mr. HARE. 
H.R. 281: Mr. BERMAN. 
H.R. 368: Ms. GIFFORDS, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. 

ROSS, Mr. HAYES, Mr. PETERSON of Min-
nesota, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, and Mr. 
BRALEY of Iowa. 

H.R. 369: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 447: Mr. PASTOR. 
H.R. 551: Mr. SESSIONS and Ms. WATERS. 
H.R. 552: Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts, Mr. 

EDWARDS, Mrs. EMERSON, Ms. MATSUI, and 
Mr. DELAHUNT. 

H.R. 581: Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. BISHOP of 
Utah, Mr. MARCHANT, and Mr. FEENEY. 

H.R. 661: Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. 
H.R. 683: Mr. DUNCAN. 
H.R. 690: Ms. FOXX, Mr. GOODLATTE, and 

Mr. HINCHEY. 
H.R. 695: Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. 
H.R. 725: Mr. BAKER. 
H.R. 752: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. MURPHY 

of Connecticut, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. 
MELANCON, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. HODES, Ms. SUT-
TON, Mr. HOLT, and Mr. WATT. 

H.R. 758: Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. PE-
TERSON of Minnesota, and Mr. CARDOZA. 

H.R. 760: Mr. REYES, Mr. MOLLOHAN, and 
Ms. WATERS. 

H.R. 784: Mr. GORDON, Mr. DAVID DAVIS of 
Tennessee, and Mr. DAVIS of Alabama. 

H.R. 809: Mr. RAHALL. 
H.R. 848: Ms. CLARKE. 
H.R. 882: Mr. CAPUANO and Mr. BOUCHER. 
H.R. 969: Mr. HIGGINS. 
H.R. 980: Ms. WATERS and Ms. ESHOO. 
H.R. 1004: Ms. CARSON and Ms. BORDALLO. 
H.R. 1014: Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota and 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 1043: Ms. DELAURO. 
H.R. 1082: Mr. HARE. 
H.R. 1091: Mr. SAXTON. 
H.R. 1102: Mr. DELAHUNT. 
H.R. 1108: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-

fornia, and Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 
H.R. 1125: Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. LEWIS of Geor-

gia, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Mr. ARCURI, Mr. 
GINGREY, Mr. DOOLITTLE, Mr. 
RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. LOEBSACK, and Mrs. 
BLACKBURN. 

H.R. 1157: Mr. HARE. 
H.R. 1163: Mr. SHAYS. 
H.R. 1193: Ms. MATSUI, Mr. CARDOZA, Ms. 

SOLIS, Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky, and Mr. 
UDALL of New Mexico. 

H.R. 1194: Mr. POE, Mr. BOREN, Mr. MITCH-
ELL, and Mr. NUNES. 

H.R. 1236: Ms. CLARKE, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. 
DAVIS of Alabama, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. JACKSON 
of Illinois, Mrs. JONES of Ohio, Mr. RANGEL, 
Mr. SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, Ms. WATERS, and Mr. WATT. 

H.R. 1237: Ms. ESHOO, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, 
Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. CARNAHAN, and Mr. HARE. 

H.R. 1266: Mr. RODRIGUEZ. 
H.R. 1286: Mr. PLATTS, Mr. BRADY of Penn-

sylvania, and Mr. FATTAH. 
H.R. 1293: Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. LAMPSON, and 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 
H.R. 1295: Mr. LAMBORN. 
H.R. 1298: Mr. BOREN. 
H.R. 1304: Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. TIBERI, and 

Mr. SESSIONS. 
H.R. 1306: Mr. SIRES. 
H.R. 1338: Mr. VISCLOSKY, Mr. ALTMIRE, Ms. 

HERSETH SANDLIN, Mr. PETERSON of Min-
nesota, Mr. MURTHA, Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. 
LINCOLN DAVIS of Tennessee, Mr. SCOTT of 
Georgia, Mr. SIRES, Mr. BOYD of Florida, Ms. 
WATERS, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. COOPER, Mr. LARSEN of 
Washington, Mr. MELANCON, Mr. SARBANES, 
Mr. SPRATT, Mr. KAGEN, Mr. WILSON of Ohio, 
Mr. LYNCH, Mr. EDWARDS, Mr. WALZ of Min-
nesota, Mr. SNYDER, Mr. BARROW, Ms. GIF-
FORDS, Mr. MAHONEY of Florida, Mr. 
SALAZAR, and Mr. SPACE. 

H.R. 1352: Mr. LEVIN. 
H.R. 1363: Mr. BERMAN and Mr. HARE. 
H.R. 1399: Mr. WHITFIELD, Mrs. BIGGERT, 

Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN, and Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H.R. 1415: Mr. DELAHUNT. 
H.R. 1418: Mr. HINCHEY. 
H.R. 1440: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. 
H.R. 1514: Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. 
H.R. 1537: Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mrs. BONO, 

and Mr. CULBERSON. 
H.R. 1543: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 1551: Mr. REYES. 
H.R. 1553: Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr. 

LEWIS of Kentucky, Mr. OLVER, Mr. WYNN, 
Mr. BOSWELL, Ms. BERKLEY, Mrs. MYRICK, 
Mr. PORTER, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. SIRES, Mr. 
RODRIGUEZ, and Mr. SAXTON. 

H.R. 1576: Mr. DOGGETT. 
H.R. 1581: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 1589: Mr. GORDON and Mr. DAVIS of 

Alabama. 
H.R. 1609: Mr. HINOJOSA, Mrs. MCCARTHY of 

New York, and Mr. CAPUANO. 
H.R. 1632: Mr. FORTUÑO and Mr. PETERSON 

of Minnesota. 
H.R. 1655: Mr. SARBANES and Mr. ROTHMAN. 
H.R. 1663: Mr. LAMPSON. 
H.R. 1671: Mr. KENNEDY. 
H.R. 1755: Ms. WATSON. 
H.R. 1759: Mr. HOLDEN and Mr. SHERMAN. 
H.R. 1767: Mr. GOODLATTE and Ms. FOXX. 

H.R. 1783: Mr. WALSH of New York and Mr. 
JOHNSON of Georgia. 

H.R. 1794: Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. AL GREEN of 
Texas, Mr. HONDA, Mr. FILNER, and Mr. 
SOUDER. 

H.R. 1818: Mr. PALLONE and Mr. DAVIS of 
Alabama. 

H.R. 1829: Mr. KELLER and Mrs. MYRICK. 
H.R. 1884: Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mr. ROTH-

MAN, Ms. CASTOR, Mr. LOBIONDO, and Mr. 
BOREN. 

H.R. 1919: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Mr. 
DICKS, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois, 
Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. BRADY of Pennsyl-
vania, and Mr. HODES. 

H.R. 1923: Mr. CAMPBELL of California. 
H.R. 1926: Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky, Mr. 

ROTHMAN, and Mr. MEEHAN. 
H.R. 1932: Mr. RYAN of Ohio and Mr. RA-

HALL. 
H.R. 1940: Mr. JORDAN. 
H.R. 1971: Mr. HOLT, Mrs. LOWEY, and Mr. 

ABERCROMBIE. 
H.R. 2035: Mr. BRALEY of Iowa and Mr. 

UDALL of New Mexico. 
H.R. 2040: Mr. MEEKS of New York and Mr. 

CLEAVER. 
H.R. 2046: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. 
H.R. 2052: Mr. ARCURI and Mr. DOOLITTLE. 
H.R. 2056: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 2060: Mr. LOEBSACK. 
H.R. 2063: Mr. MORAN of Virginia and Mr. 

RUSH. 
H.R. 2129: Mr. REYNOLDS. 
H.R. 2157: Mrs. GILLIBRAND. 
H.R. 2205: Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN and Mrs. 

BACHMANN. 
H.R. 2243: Mr. WAXMAN. 
H.R. 2253: Mr. MILLER of Florida. 
H.R. 2265: Mr. JONES of North Carolina and 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 2281: Mr. BILBRAY. 
H.R. 2302: Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. 
H.R. 2329: Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. BOUSTANY and 

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. 
H.R. 2341: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 2347: Mr. PALLONE, Mr. HASTINGS of 

Florida, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. CULBERSON, 
and Mr. FOSSELLA. 

H.R. 2370: Mr. DAVID DAVIS of Tennessee. 
H.R. 2421: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 2423: Mr. PETRI. 
H.R. 2441: Mr. REHBERG. 
H.R. 2443: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN and Mr. DAVIS 

of Kentucky. 
H.R. 2457: Mr. CONYERS. 
H.R. 2471: Mr. DOOLITTLE and Mr. CARTER. 
H.R. 2472: Mr. GOODE, Mr. TOWNS, Ms. CAS-

TOR, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. PAYNE, 
Ms. CLARKE, Mr. PLATTS, Mrs. JONES of Ohio, 
Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. HARE, Ms. 
FALLIN, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. WEXLER, Mr. 
THOMPSON of Mississippi, and Mr. ALTMIRE. 

H.R. 2479: Mr. COHEN, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. 
LAMPSON, Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California, 
Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut, Mr. SHAYS, and 
Mr. STARK. 

H.R. 2497: Mr. BOOZMAN. 
H.R. 2508: Mr. MCCAUL of Texas and Mr. 

NEUGEBAUER. 
H.R. 2511: Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. MCNULTY, and 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. 
H.R. 2522: Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. BRADY of 

Pennsylvania, Mr. STARK, Mr. BAIRD, and 
Mr. LAMPSON. 

H.R. 2531: Mr. LAMPSON, Ms. CORRINE 
BROWN of Florida, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, 
and Mr. HINOJOSA. 

H.R. 2542: Mr. CARTER, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. 
SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. MCCAUL of Texas, 
Ms. GRANGER, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. ADERHOLT, 
Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. BURTON of Indi-
ana, Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky, Mr. DEAL of 
Georgia, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mr. MCCOTTER, 
and Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas. 

H.R. 2558: Mr. CULBERSON, Mrs. MYRICK, 
Mr. PAUL, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. WICKER, and 
Mrs. MUSGRAVE. 
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H.R. 2566: Mr. MICHAUD. 
H.R. 2567: Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania and 

Mr. GERLACH. 
H.R. 2574: Mr. DINGELL, Mr. WALSH of New 

York, Mr. DREIER, Mr. HELLER, and Mrs. 
MYRICK. 

H.R. 2583: Mr. AKIN. 
H.R. 2593: Mr. WAXMAN. 
H.R. 2599: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 2606: Mr. SALAZAR and Mr. MORAN of 

Kansas. 
H.R. 2610: Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. 
H.R. 2612: Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. FILNER, Mr. 

FRANK of Massachusetts, and Mr. GORDON. 
H.R. 2617: Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-

fornia and Ms. CARSON. 
H.R. 2668: Mr. FILNER and Ms. CARSON. 
H.R. 2677: Ms. ESHOO and Mr. GILLMOR. 
H.R. 2682: Mrs. MUSGRAVE, Mr. GERLACH, 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington, Mr. MCCAUL of 
Texas, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. BRADY of Penn-
sylvania, Mr. AKIN, Mr. GOODE, and Mr. 
BISHOP of Utah. 

H.R. 2689: Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. KAGEN, and Mr. 
GORDON. 

H.R. 2691: Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN. 
H.R. 2714: Mr. BONNER. 
H.R. 2720: Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin and Mr. 

FATTAH. 
H.R. 2726: Mrs. DRAKE and Mr. BOOZMAN. 
H.R. 2734: Mr. BAKER, Mrs. SCHMIDT, and 

Mr. REICHERT. 
H.R. 2740: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 2747: Mr. BAIRD and Mr. HINOJOSA. 
H.R. 2749: Mr. GOODE. 
H.R. 2774: Mr. MITCHELL. 
H.R. 2778: Mr. ISRAEL. 
H.R. 2787: Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, 

Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas, Mr. HILL, and Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND. 

H.R. 2789: Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 2807: Mr. PITTS, Mr. GINGREY, Mr. 

LUCAS, Mr. AKIN, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. 
FORTUÑO, Mr. DOOLITTLE, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. 
MILLER of Florida, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, 
Mr. FRANKs of Arizona, and Mr. BLUNT. 

H.R. 2814: Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. ISSA, and Mr. 
MARSHALL. 

H.R. 2827: Mr. LATHAM. 
H.R. 2844: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey and Ms. 

JACKSON-LEE of Texas. 
H.R. 2857: Mr. KILDEE. 
H.R. 2860: Mr. LATHAM. 
H.J. Res. 44: Mr. OLVER. 
H.J. Res. 46: Mr. MILLER of Florida and Mr. 

ALEXANDER. 
H. Con. Res. 134: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO, and Mr. BERMAN. 
H. Con. Res. 136: Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. MOORE 

of Kansas, and Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. 
H. Con. Res. 137: Mr. UDALL of Colorado. 
H. Con. Res. 162: Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. 
H. Con. Res. 163: Mr. SESSIONS. 
H. Con. Res. 169: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida 

and Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. 
H. Con. Res. 172: Mr. NUNES, Mr. BARROW, 

Mr. GERLACH, Mr. PLATTS, Mr. GOHMERT, Ms. 
FOXX, Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. PETERSON of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. REICHERT, 
Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. DENT, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. 
DUNCAN, Mr. WALDEN of Oregon, Mr. DAVID 
DAVIS of Tennessee, Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsyl-
vania, Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. 
HUNTER, Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. FRANKS of Ari-
zona, Mr. MACK, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. PALLONE, 
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. MORAN of 
Kansas, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. CANNON, Mr. SES-
SIONS, Mr. JONES of North Carolina, Ms. 
FALLIN, Mr. PRICE of Georgia, Mr. WOLF, Mr. 
YOUNG of Alaska, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. 
ADERHOLT, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. HAYES, Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. FORBES, 
Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. TERRY, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. 
GALLEGLY, Mr. SOUDER, Mr. REHBERG, Mr. 
BACA, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. DAVIS of 
Alabama, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. DAVIS of Ken-

tucky, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Ms. HERSETH 
SANDLIN, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. MCGOV-
ERN, Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. MEEK of Florida, Mr. 
MILLER of North Carolina, Mrs. MILLER of 
Michigan, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. 
MORAN of Virginia, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, 
Mr. SCOTT of Georgia, Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mr. 
TAYLOR, Mr. TANNER, Mr. HOYER, Ms. MAT-
SUI, Mr. TOWNS, Mr. WALZ of Minnesota, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. WELCH of 
Vermont, Mr. KLEIN of Florida, Mr. THOMP-
SON of Mississippi, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, 
Mr. ARCURI, Mr. HALL of New York, Mr. 
BISHOP of New York, Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr. 
HOLDEN, Mr. PETRI, Mr. DONNELLY, Mr. 
LAMPSON, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Ms. CASTOR, Mrs. 
DRAKE, Mr. COHEN, Mr. ELLSWORTH, Mr. 
BILBRAY, Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida, 
Mr. KING of New York, Mr. HARE, Mr. SIRES, 
Mr. REYES, Mr. KUHL of New York, Mr. 
HODES, Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California, 
Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, and Mrs. BOYDA of Kan-
sas. 

H. Res. 121: Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. WATT. 
H. Res. 143: Ms. WOOLSEY, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, 

Mr. STARK, and Mr. EMANUEL. 
H. Res. 169: Mr. MCHENRY. 
H. Res. 208: Mr. FORTUÑO. 
H. Res. 282: Ms. CASTOR. 
H. Res. 303: Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. KUHL of New 

York, Mr. ELLSWORTH, Mr. HASTINGS of Flor-
ida, and Mr. COSTA. 

H. Res. 378: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey and 
Mr. PLATTS. 

H. Res. 411: Mr. ROSS, Mr. ROGERS of Ken-
tucky, and Mr. BARROW. 

H. Res. 444: Mr. TURNER and Ms. BERKLEY. 
H. Res. 449: Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
H. Res. 487: Mr. ADERHOLT. 
H. Res. 509: Ms. WOOLSEY and Mr. REYES. 
H. Res. 511: Mr. SHIMKUS, Ms. GINNY 

BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. 
PRICE of Georgia, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. WILSON 
of South Carolina, and Mr. BISHOP of Utah. 

f 

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 

were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions as follows: 

H. Res. 106: Mr. TANCREDO. 

f 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 3 of rule XII, 
90. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 

the Harrisonburg City School Board, Vir-
ginia, relative to a Resolution urging the 
Virginia delegation of the Congress of the 
United States to support fully H.R. 648 by be-
coming co-sponsors of the bill; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

f 

AMENDMENTS 
Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro-

posed amendments were submitted as 
follows: 

H.R. 2829 
OFFERED BY: MR. STEARNS 

AMENDMENT NO. 37. Page 2, line 12, after 
the dollar amount insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$200,000)(increased by $200,000)’’. 

H.R. 2829 
OFFERED BY: MR. STEARNS 

AMENDMENT NO. 38: Page 2, line 13, after 
the dollar amount insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$200,000)’’. 

Page 2, line 15, after the dollar amount 
insert ‘‘(increased by $200,000)’’. 

H.R. 2829 
OFFERED BY: MR. BOOZMAN 

AMENDMENT NO. 39: Page 27, line 6, insert 
before the period the following: ‘‘: Provided 

further, that $6,000,000 shall not be made 
available until the Director of the Office of 
National Drug Control Policy certifies in 
writing that regulations established for the 
designation of high intensity drug traf-
ficking areas include a requirement that the 
Director, in considering whether to des-
ignate an area as a high intensity drug traf-
ficking area, shall consider whether the area 
lies within a State that already receives as-
sistance under the High Intensity Drug Traf-
ficking Areas program’’. 

H.R. 2829 

OFFERED BY: MR. TOM DAVIS 

AMENDMENT NO. 40: Page 48, line 15, insert 
after the dollar amount the following: ‘‘(in-
creased by $1,000,000)’’. 

Page 48, line 17, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: ‘‘(increased by 
$1,000,000)’’. 

Page 78, line 19, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: ‘‘(reduced by 
$1,000,000)’’. 

H.R. 2829 

OFFERED BY: MR. CAMPBELL of California 

AMENDMENT NO. 41: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

None of the funds in this Act to the Small 
Business Administration may be used for the 
Wittenberg University East Asian Study 
Center. 

H.R. 2829 

OFFERED BY: MR. CAMPBELL OF CALIFORNIA 

AMENDMENT NO. 42: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

None of the funds in this Act may be used 
for the following: 

Abraham Lincoln National Airport Com-
mission. 

Adelante Development Center. 
Advantage West Economic Development 

Group. 
Alleghany Highlands Economic Develop-

ment Corporation. 
ARISE Foundation. 
Career Center for the Northeast Central 

Ohio Bioscience Consortium. 
Barracks Row. 
Barry University for the Institute for Com-

munity and Economic Development. 
Ben Franklin Technology Partners. 
Boston Chinatown Neighborhood Center 

Workforce Development Initiative. 
Bridgeport Regional Business Council. 
Bright Beginnings, Inc. 
Bronx Councii on the Arts. 
Brooklyn College’s Entrepreneurial Cen-

ter. 
Buffalo Niagara International Trade Foun-

dation. 
California State University, Pasadena 

Biotech Training Facility. 
Caribbean American Chamber of Com-

merce and Industry. 
Catalyst, Washington, DC. 
Center for Economic Growth, Greene Coun-

ty, NY. 
Center for Inspired Teaching. 
Center for Women and Enterprise 
Belvedere Business Park Project, City of 

Charlotte, NC. 
Angela Rudolph, Assistant to the Mayor, 

Chicago, IL. 
Grow Inglewood, City of Inglewood, CA. 
Adams-LaBrea Retail Project, City of Los 

Angeles, CA. 
Colorado State University, Sustainable 

Biofuels Development Center. 
Columbus College of Art and Design. 
Community College of Philadelphia. 
Connected Technologies Corridor. 
Cuyahoga Community College. 
Dartmouth Regional Technology Center. 
Detroit Economic Growth Corporation. 
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Detroit Renaissance. 
DuPage Technology Park. 
Earth Conservation Corps. 
Eastern Market, Washington, DC. 
Economic Development Coalition of South-

east Michigan. 
Entrpreneurial Development Center, Inc., 

Cedar Rapids, IA. 
Everybody Wins!. 
Excel Institute. 
Purdue Technology Center of Northwest 

Indiana. 
Experience Works, Inc., Richmond VA. 
Experience Works, Arlington, VA. 
Fairplex Trade and Conference Center. 
Federal HUBZne Incubator, Elizabeth City, 

NC. 
Friends of the Big South Fork. 
Greater Harlem Chamber of Commerce. 
Greater North Louisiana Community De-

velopment Corporation. 
Greystone Foundation. 
Hispanic Information and Telecommuni-

cations Network. 
Historic Congressional Cemetery. 
Valley Economic Development Center. 
Howard University College of Dentistry. 
Hudson Alpha Institute. 
Illinois Institute of Technology. 
Indiana State University, Center for New 

Business Development. 
Inquilinos Boricuas en Accion. 
Institute for Advanced Learning and Re-

search. 
International Youth Service and Develop-

ment Corps. 
John C. Calhoun Community College. 
Johnson and Wales University. 
Johnstown Area Regional Industries Incu-

bator and Workforce Development. 
Kulanu Vocational Education Program. 
LaGuardia Community College. 
Lewis and Clark State College. 
Lorain County Community College. 
Louisiana Small Business Development 

Center. 
Louisville Medical Center Development 

Corporation. 
Macomb County Department of Planning 

and Economic Development. 
Marshalltown Community College. 
Office of Workforce Development, Medina 

County, OH. 
MenzFit, Washington DC. 
Mifflin Country Industrial Development 

Corporation. 
Mississippi State Unversity. 
Mitchell County Development Foundation, 

Inc. 
Montana State Univrsity. 
Montana World Trade Center. 
Montgomery College. 
National Association of Development Or-

ganizations. 
National Federation of the Blind. 
New College Institute. 
North Carolina Rural Economic Develop-

ment Center. 
North Dakota State College of Science, 

Nanotechnology Applied Science Labora-
tory. 

North Iowa Area Community College 
North Side Industrial Development Com-
pany. 

Northeast Entrepreneur Fund. 
Northwest Agriculture Business Center. 
Northwestern University. 
Ohio University. 
Oil Region Alliance of Business. 

Operation New Hope, Florida. 
Peoria NEXT Innovation Center. 
Phoenix House. 
Portland State University. 
Ready to Work, Ohio. 
Rio Hondo College. 
Rochester Tooling and Machining Associa-

tion. 
Rock Valley College. 
Rockford Area Ventures Small Business 

Incubator and Technology Commercializa-
tion Center. 

Rockland Small Business Development 
Center. 

Rowan University. 
San Francisco Planning and Urban Re-

search Association. 
Sandoval County New Mexico. 
Seedco Financial Services Alabama Minor-

ity and Women-owned Business Enterprises. 
Southern and Eastern Kentucky Tourism 

Development Association. 
Sephardic Angel Fund, Brooklyn, NY. 
SER–Jobs for Progress National. 
Shawnee State University. 
Sierra College. 
Sitar Arts Center. 
Soundview Community in Action. 
South Dakota School of Mines. 
South Side Innovation Center. 
Southeastern University. 
Spanish American Merchants Association. 
St. Jerome’s Church Community Center. 
STEEED Youth Program. 
University of Northern Iowa. 
TechRanch Technology Venture Center. 
Enterprise Center, Tennessee. 
Illinois Institute of Technology. 
University of Texas, San Antonio. 
Thomas More College. 
Thurgood Marshall College Fund. 
University of Connecticut, Avery Point. 
University of Maryland. 
University of Missouri, Kansas City. 
University of Notre Dame, Robinson Enter-

prises Community Learning Center. 
University of Pittsburgh. 
University of South Florida. 
University of Southern Maine. 
Lewiston-Auburn College. 
University of Texas, Brownsville Inter-

national Trade Center. 
Urban League of Rochester. 
USS Saratoga Museum Foundation. 
Valley Economic Development Center. 
Vermont Small Business Development 

Center. 
Wallace State Community College. 
Department of Public Services, Wayne 

County, MI. 
Wayne County, New York. 
West Virginia University Research Cor-

poration. 
Western Massachusetts Enterprise Fund. 
Williamsburg County, SC. 
Wittenberg University. 
Workforce Initiative Asociation, Canton, 

OH. 
Youngstown Edison Incubator Corporation. 
Youngstown Central Area Community Im-

provement Corps. 
Youngstown Warren Relational Chamber. 

H.R. 2829 

OFFERED BY: MR. CAMPBELL OF CALIFORNIA 

AMENDMENT NO. 43: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

None of the funds in this Act to the Small 
Business Administration may be used for the 

Abraham Lincoln National Airport Commis-
sion. 

H.R. 2829 

OFFERED BY: MR. KING OF IOWA 

AMENDMENT NO. 44: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

TITLE IX—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 
PROVISIONS 

SEC. 901. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to carry out section 
241 of the Help America Vote Act of 2002 (42 
U.S.C. 15381). 

H.R. 2829 

OFFERED BY: MR. KING OF IOWA 

AMENDMENT NO. 45: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

TITLE IX—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 
PROVISIONS 

SEC. 901. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to carry out section 
241 of the Help America Vote Act of 2002 (42 
U.S.C. 15381) in a manner inconsistent with 
the requirements of such section. 

H.R. 2829 

OFFERED BY: MR. KING OF IOWA 

AMENDMENT NO. 46: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

TITLE IX 

ADDITIONAL GENERAL PROVISIONS 

SEC. 901. None of the funds in this Act may 
be used to employ workers described in sec-
tion 274A(h)(3) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1324a(h)(3)). 

H.R. 2829 

OFFERED BY: MR. PENCE 

AMENDMENT NO. 47: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title) add the following: 

TITLE IX—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 
PROVISIONS 

SEC. 901. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the Federal Com-
munications Commission to implement the 
Fairness Doctrine, as repealed in General 
Fairness Doctrine Obligations of Broadcast Li-
censees (50 Fed. Reg. 35418 (1985)), or any 
other regulations having the same sub-
stance. 

H.R. 2829 

OFFERED BY: MR. STEARNS 

AMENDMENT NO. 48: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title) add the following: 

TITLE IX 

ADDITIONAL GENERAL PROVISIONS 

SEC. 901. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the Internal Rev-
enue Service to implement a spanish-lan-
guage version of the ‘‘Where’s my Refund?’’ 
service. 

H.R. 2829 

OFFERED BY: MR. UPTON 

AMENDMENT NO. 49: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

TITLE IX—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 
PROVISION 

SEC. 901. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to purchase light 
bulbs unless the light bulbs have the ‘‘EN-
ERGY STAR’’ or ‘‘Federal Energy Manage-
ment Program’’ designation. 
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